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of the Lordes Supper, 


W ritten by the ſinguler learned 
Man,and moſte conſtant Martyr 
of Chriſte: NICHOLAS RID- 
LEY Biſhopof London, priſoner in 
Ox forde, a little before he ſuffe- 
red death for the true te- 


ſtunonye of Teſus 
CHRISTE. 


(*) 


Rom. 8. =” 
For thy ſake are we killed all day long, and 
are counted as ſheep apoynted to be flain.” 
Neuertkeleſſe, in all theſe ibinges we ouer- 
come rbrougl him that loue vs. 


* Imprinted at LONDON for 
(Abraham Veale)dwelling in 
Paules Churth-yard at 
the ſigne of the 


TorheReader. 


L345) Nderſtand good (Rea- 
der) that this great elark 
and bleſſed Martyr Bi- 
h mop Nicholas Ridley, 
ſought not by ſottinge 
y notable pecce of learned 
woork, the vaine glory of th= world, 
nor temporall freendſhip of men, for 
hspreſent aduancement, much leſſe 
he hunted heerby for biſhopricks and 
benefices,as al his aduerſaries, the ene- 
mies of Chriſts trueth and ordinance, 
the Papiſts commonly do: but _ 
conſideration of the great charge o 
ſoule committed vnto him, and of the 
account thereof, which the Iuſtice of 
God would require athis handes, in- 
tending therwithal tobe found blam- 
Nie les 
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To the READER, 


les in the great dayc of the Lord ler 
ing he was put a parte to deferide the 
Goͤſpell: he not only forſook Landes, 
goodes, world,frecnds, ind himlelle 
Wichrall, and teſtified the triieth ſp ci. 
Fed in thisbook by his learfcd moi 
in the open preſence of the World: but 
alſg to leaue a ſute monument & lou 
token vnto his flocke, hec hath regil | 
tred ic byhis owne pen in this forme 
enſuinge, and ſealed it xp watt his 
blapd, Foraſnuch th as he hath pro. 
ucd himſelfe no vaindiſpurer,no we 
chercocke, nor hypocrite, ſeeing hec 
hathwillinglye giuen his life Gor the 
truetli and in as muck allo as his; aud 
and moſte conſtant chriſten conſcicce 

3 vnto thee (gentle Reader) 

I beſeech thee for Chriſts fake, 
and thine ovync, lend him 
thine indifferẽt hart 
and pacient 
hearing. 
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delle ed and perceiuen, lighten the vn⸗ 
ci. derſtanding. Trueth is there tu be ſuaxe 
hin thed, where it is certain to be had: khongh 
e but God doth Ipeake the truech by mans vel 
in mans we2d, which God hath not re⸗ 


Air 
il uealed to be his aman mar doubt with⸗ 


gil out miſtruſt in God. Chailte is the teueth 
me ¶ of God reuealed vnto man from Heauen 
hi by God him ſelf, and therfoꝛe in his woꝛd 

the tructh is to be founde, which is to be 


embꝛuced ot al that be his. Chꝛiſt biddeth 

vs alke, and we ſhall haue: ſearch and we 

thall finde: knocke, and it ſhall be opened 

bnfo vs. Therkoꝛe our Yeauenly Father, 

the Authoꝛ:and lountain of al trueth, the 
bottomles Sea of al vnderſtanding, ſend 

down we beſerch the, thy holy ſpirit into 

dur harts, and lighten our vnderffanding The bleſſed 
with the beames of thy heauenlye grace. Martirs pr 
We aſk thee this, O mercilull father, not + 
inreſpectofour deſerts, but foz thy deere 

Sonne our Sauiour Jeſus Chꝛiſts ſake. 

Thou knoweſt, O heauenlp Father, that 

the controuerſie about the Sacrament of 

ye bleſſed body and — of thy der ſonne 


our Sauiour Jeſt Chꝛiſte, hath froubled 
not of late onlye the Churche of England, 
Fraunte, Germarie, and Italye, but al may 
ny peers agoe.The fault is ours(ttodout) 
therfoze,foz we haue deſerueo thy plague. 
But (O Lo2d) bomercifull, and relene 
our miſerie with ſome lighte of grace, 
Thou knoweſf(D Lozd)how this wicked 
woz2ld rolleth vp and down, and re&leth to 
and fro:and careth not what thy will is, 
ſo if may abide in wealth. If trueth haue 
wealthe;who are ſo ſtoute to defende the 
trueth, as they? But if Chꝛiſtes croſſe be 
laid on trueths back, then they vaniſhe a- Þ 
way ſtraight, as ware befoze the ſter. But 
theſe are not they, D Heauenlp Father, 
foz whome make my moſte moane, but 
fo2 thoſe ſilly ones, O Lo2d, which haue a 
zeale vnto the:thoſe I mean, which wold 
and with to know thy wil, and pet are let 
ted, holden backe, and blinded by the ſubs 
tilties of Sathan and hte niniſters, the 
wickednes of this w2etched wozlde, and 
the ſinfall luſts and affections of the flclh. 
Alas Lozd, thou knowelt that we bee of 
or ſelues but fleth, wherein there dwil⸗ 
leth nothing that is god. How then is if 
poſſi le foꝛ man without ther (D Loꝛd) to 
werds thy ieaeth indeed? Can the n. nas 
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turall man perceiue the wil of God? ( O 
Lozd, to whom thou giueſt a zeale of the, 
giue them alſo( we beſcech ther) the knows 
ledge of thy bleſſed will. Suffer not them 
(Þ Lo2d) blindely to be led fo2 to ſtriue 
againſt th&:;as thou diddeſt thoſe( Alas) 
which erucified thine own Sonne,fo2giue 
them (O Loꝛd) foꝛ thy deere Þonnes fake, 
| foz they knowe not what they do. They 
do think (Alas, O Lo2d)fo2 lack of knows 
ledge, that they do vnto thee god ſeruice 
even when againf thee they do moſte ex- 
tremelpe rage. Remember O Lo2d ( ws 
| beſech the ) foz whome thy marty2 Ste- 
phen did pꝛaye, and whom thyne holy A⸗ 
poſtle Paule did ſo truely and earneftiye 
| lone: that fo2 their ſaluation, hee wifhed 
himſelf accurfed foꝛ them. Remember O 
heanenly Father) the payer of thy deere 


ſonne, our Sautour Chꝛiſte vpon y croſte 


| when he ſaide vnto ther: O father foꝛgiue 
them, they know not what they do. Mith 
this fozgiuenes, O god Loꝛd, giue me, J 
beſeech thee, thy grace, ſo heer bꝛeelly to ſet 
fo:th the ſayings of thy Sonne our Saui⸗ 
dur Chꝛiſte, and ofhis Euangeliſtes, and 
of his Apoſtles, that in this afozeſaidcon- 
trouerſie, the lighte of the frueth, by the 
lantern of thy wa2d, maye ſhine vnto all 


A declaration of 
them that loue tho. 1 
Df the Loꝛds laſt fi upper bm ſpeaker 
p:cllycthe Cuangeliſts, Mathew, Mark, 
and Luke: but none moze plaineipe no) 
moꝛe fully declareth the ſame, then doth 
S.Paulc,partely in the tenfh:Chapter,but 
ſpecially in the rj.chapter ot his firſt epil⸗ 
tle to the Corinthians. As Mathew & Mark 
vo agree much in woꝛdes, ſo do like wiſe 
Luke and S. Paule. But all iiij. no doubte, 
as they were all fauaht in one ſchwle, and 
inſpired with one ſpirit, ſo taught they al 
one trueth. God graunt vs to vndetffande 
it wel. Amen. 
Mathew ſetteth foꝛth Chz iſtes Bup⸗ 

per thus. 

When cuen was come, he {at down with the 
xij. &c. As thev did eat, leſus took bread and 
gaue thankes, bralce it, and gaue it to the diſ- 
ciples,and ſaide: Tale, eat: this is my body. 
And he took the cup and gaue thanks, gaue 
it to them, ſaying: Drink ye al of this: ꝛlor this 
is my blood of the new Teſtament that is 
ſhed for many for tlie remiſſion of ſinnes. 
ſay vnto you, Ii ll not drink hencforth of 
this fruit of the Vine tree, vntill that daye, 
when I ſhall drink that newe in my F athers 
kingdome. And when they had ſayed grace 
they went out. 
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the Lords Supper, 
ow Mark fpeakegh it:thus:) i001 
And 4451 ey edte, leſus took Breuchbbleſſed. Mark. d. 

and brake, and gaue to them and ſaied talce 
eãtetlus is my body. And took tlie cup gaue 
thankes, and gave itto them ani they. all 
Drank ofit. And he ſaid vnto theni: This is 
my bloud of the net Teſtament, Whiclr is 
(bed for many. Verily I ſaye vnto you wil 
drink no mofe of the fruit of the Vine, vn 
til that da that drink chat N in the 
lungdonle bf God. 

Here Mathewand Ma do agree not 
only in the matter, but alſd almoſte fully 
in the fo2zme of woꝛds. In Mathew. gaue 
thankes,Markhath one worde, Eleſſed: 
which ſianifieth in this place all one. And 
where Mathew laith: Dꝛ ink pe al of this, 
Mark ſaith:thep al dꝛank of it. nd where 
Mathew ſaithe:ot᷑ this fruite of the vine: 
Mark leaueth cut the wozd thisand faith! 
athe fruit ofthe Uine, 

Now let vs ſe likewiſe, what agre- Luke. 21. 
ment(in fozme of wo2ds) is betweene D. 
Luke and S. Paule. | 

Luke wꝛiteth thus, 
He took Bread, gaue thankes, brake it and 
gaue it to thẽ, ſay 102: this is my body which 
vᷣgiuen for you, this doo in remembrance of 
ne. Likewiſe alſo when they had W he 
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took the Cup, ſaying, this Cup is the neut 
— wy blond, whiche is Hhedds 
on 

aint Paule ſetteth fœꝛth the Aang 
Supper thus. | 

The Lord Ieſus, the ſame night, in the 
which he was betraied, tool Bread, & gaue 
thankes and brake,and ſaide: talce, eate, thi 
is my body which is broken for you. This 
doo in remembrance of me, After the ſame 
maner he took the Cup, when ſupper was 
doon, ſaying: this Cup is the new teſtament 
in my blood. This doo as often as yee ſhall 
drink it in remembrance of me. For as often 
as yec ſhall cate this breade, and drinke this 
Cuppe: yee ſhall ſhewe the Lords deathe, 
vntill he come, 

Mere where S. Lulce ſaith, which is gi 
uen:Paule ſaith, which is broken. And as 
Luke addeth to the wazdes of Paule ſpo⸗ 
ken of the Cup which is ſhed foꝛ pon, 0. 
likewiſe Paule addeth to the woꝛds ther⸗ 
ok, this doo, as often as yee ſhall drinke it in 
remembrance of me. The reſt that follows 
eth in S. Paule both there and in the tenth 
Chapter, perteineth vnto the right vſe of 
the Lo2vs Supper. 

Thus the Euangeliſtes and © Panle 
haue rehearſed the woꝛds and wozke of 


i il 


theLords Supper. 

Chaiffe, whereby he didinffifate and oz 
daine this holy Sacrament of his bodpe 
and blod to be a perpetuall remembꝛance 
vnto his comming againe ol him ſeife, J 
lap that is ot his body giuen fo2 vs, and of 
| his blod ſhed foz the remiſſion or ſinnes. 
| Buk this remembzance which is thus 02» 
dained, as the authoz thereofis Chꝛitke, 
bothe God and man, ſo by the almightye 
power of God, it far paſleth all kindes of 

membꝛantes, that any other man is a⸗ 
bls to make either of him ſelfe,o2 of any 
other thinge . Foz whoſoeuer receineth 
this holy Sacrament thus oꝛdeined in re⸗ 
membanee of Chꝛiſte, he reteiueth ther⸗ 
with eicher death oꝛ Hike. Jnthis (J kruſt) 
we do all agree, Fo2 S. Paule ſaith ofthe 
Fodly'receiuers in the kenth Thapfer of 
his firſt Spine vnto the Cotinthians:The 
Cup of Heſſinge, which we bleſſe; ist not 
thepertaking or felow ſſip of Chriſts blad? 
AtidalſoHe'faithe : the Breade Hehe wee 
brealeſ aud meaneth at he Loꝛds Table) 
l it notthepartiking or feloſhyp of ehriſts 
body : u the partaking of Ch:iffes bo⸗ 
dyagdöt his blod inifo: the faithful aud 
Hold is the partaking — oui 
am immbdstatitte. Aud agarne of the bad 
a8 bng6oly rocettiets;@.Paule a plett/ 
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In ſaith thus: He that eateth ofthis bread, 
and drwiketh of this Cup: vnyorthylyzisgilt 
of thabody: andblood of the Lord. og 
O ho neceſſary then it is, it we lot 
lite, and would eſchue drath edo tryr am 


examine our ſrlues betoꝛe wg vategf this 


bꝛead, and dꝛink of this cup nſoꝛ cle adi 
redly, he that enteth and d2inketh Hereof 
buwozgthilye: enteth and dzinteth his 
dun dan mation; becauſe hecſtcmeth 
the Loꝛds body that is he reutrencethne 
the Loꝛdes bodve. muh the yongnr: that is 

vpnto him eg „ 07. 2 gd 12010 
«7; Andthat which was Kidecthas with 
the; recsite of the holye Datrament of the 
bleſted body and bim ol Chꝛiſte is recei⸗ 
ued ol every one gd and bad gither life 
T2 death: it is nat ment, tat they whiche 
are dead befaze God, map herby rere ine 
life:02 the lininge befoze- Cad;can Heerby 
recetuedeathi...: ©: . 

„ Foz as none is mefe fo receing! nat 
rail ſod, wherhy the natural life is nouri⸗ 
ſhed, except he be hoꝛne and liuc befoze:(o 
na man tan fe (h the reteiti of — 
Sacrgment)cf the ſmd ot cternaiil 
text he he regenerated and boznx of Tad 
helge And on the ather leer no man har 
recgiucth damnatiamwhiche isn — 
8 
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befoꝛe. Thus hetherto without al doubt, 
God is my witneſſe J ſave ſo far as J do 
kno we; there is no controuerſie amonge 
them that be learned, in the Churche or 
England (conterninge the matter of this 


ſacrament) but all do agræ, whether they 


be new oꝛ olde, and to ſpeak plain, and as 
ſome of them do odiouſly cal either other 
whether they be Pꝛoteſtantes, Papiſts 


Phar iſies oꝛ goſpellers. And as all du as 
gre hithertw, in the afoꝛeſaid dotrine: ſſ 


all dw deteſte, abhozre and convemne the 
wicked hereſſe ofthe Meſſalomans which 
otherwiſe be called Eutichets, which ſaide 
that the holy Sacrament can neither da 
no god noꝛ harme. All do alſo tondemne 


hole wicked Anabaytiſtes, which put no 


difference between the loꝛds Table and 
he 4;02d6/merat;ard their dmne. And be⸗ 
taule charity would, that we ſhauld, (if if 
hexaſſible, nd ſa fax as we may with the 
lauegar de ot god conſcience, and mainte3 
nunce ok tho trueth) agree with all men: 
therfoꝛe mechiniets it ia notrharitablpe 
do hunthen any mauſeither newe oz 
daes nthenenbthem)furtherithen (ach 
8 hiſelnes to duiſſent from that 
le SAH de ta he truetij cu pꝛeteni 
artet he — cans” 
uc 
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ach are in deed: and ſo to multiply che dy 
bate. the which the moꝛe it doth increace 
the further it doth departe from the val- 
tie, that the true Chꝛiſtian ſhould deflre. 
And again this is true, that truth no 
ther needeth no2 wil be maintained with 
lies. It is alſo a true pꝛouerb, That it is e 
uen ſinne to lye vpon the deuil. F962 though 
by thy lye thou volt neuer fo much ſpeak 
againſt the deal, vet in that theu liclt in 
dard thou woꝛzkelt the denils wake, thon 
dot him ſeraice,s takeſt the deuills part. 
Now whether then they do godlye and 
charitablye,which either by their pen in 
w2iting,oz by their woꝛdes in pꝛeaching 
do beare the ſimple people in hand, that 
thoſe which thus do teach and beleue, do 
goe about to make the holye Sacrament 
(oꝛdeined by Chꝛiſte himſelfe) n thing m 
deter then a perce of common bꝛead: o 
that dw ſaye, that ſuch do make the holyt 
Sacrament ofthe blefſed bodye and blad 
of Chꝛiſte, rothing els but a bare figne o 
a figure, to repzeſent Chꝛiſte none other 
wile, then the Jupye buche dothrepꝛeſent 
4 wine ina Tauern, oz us a vile perſon 
K goꝛgiouſlye apparailed, mupe repꝛeſenti 
Ring oz aPzincs in a plape. Aus let mn 
— trueth — 
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one, not only to his neighbour: but alſo ot 

his neighboure, foꝛ wee are members one 

ok an other faith Saint Paule. The tontro⸗ 

uerſle (no doubt) which at this daye trou⸗ 

bleth the Church ( wherin any mean lear⸗ 

ned man, either olde oꝛ newe, doth ſtand 

in) is not, whether the holy Sacrament of 

the body and blood of Chꝛiſte, is no better 

then a pœece of common b2eade oꝛ nd: 903 

whether the Loꝛds table is no moꝛe to be 

regarded, cht the table of any earthly man 

02 noꝛoꝛ whether it is but a bare ſigne 03 

figure of Chꝛiſte t nothing els 02 no, Foz 

all ds graunt, that S. Paules woꝛdes dw 

require, that the bꝛead which we bꝛeak, is 

the partak ing of the body of Chꝛ iſte, and 

alſo do graunte him that eateth of that 

bꝛead, oz dꝛinketh of that cup vnwanthe⸗ 

lp, to be giltp of the Loꝛds death, and to 

eate and dꝛinke his owne damnation, be⸗ 

tauſe he eſteemeth not the Lozds body. All 

do graunt, that theſs wo2ds of S. Paule, 

(when he ſaith: If we eate, it aduantageth 

vsnothing:or if wee eate not, wee want no- 

thing therby.)are not ſpoken of the Lords 

table, but of other common meats. 2 Wherin t 
Chus then hetherto pet, we all agree. tontrouerfi 

But now let vs ſ&e,wherin the difſenfion conſiſteth. 

doth ſtand. The — of it, wher⸗ 

in 
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in it cheellpe ſtandeth, is a ſtep fo the true 
ſearching foꝛ the of the trueth. Foz who 
can ſeeke well a remedye,ifhe knowe not 
befoꝛe the diſeaſe? It is neither to be de⸗ 
nied noꝛ diſſemble d, that in the mafferof 
this Satrament there be diners popntes, 
wherin men (counted to be learned) cãnot 
agree. As, whether there be any tranſub⸗ 


ſtantiation of the bꝛead, oʒ no: any co2pe- Þ 


rall and carnall pzeſence of Chꝛiſtes ſub; 

ſtance, oꝛ no, Whether adozation(dne on: 

Ipvnto God) is to be don vnto the Sacra- 

ment oꝛ no:and whether Chziffes bodye 

be there offered in derd vnto the heauenly 

Father, by the Pꝛeeſte oz no:and whether 

the enill man receiucth the naturall body 
of Chꝛiſte oz no. Yet neuertheles as in a 
man diſeaſed in diuers partes, commonly 
the o2iginall cauſe of ſuch diners diſcaſes 
which is ſpꝛed abzoad in the body, do töte 
from one ch&fe member, as ſrem the ſto⸗ 
marke, oꝛ frem the head, eren fo ell fine 
afozeſatd do chefly hange vpon this one 
queſtion, which is, What is the matter of 
the Sacrament? whether is it the naturall 
ſubſtance ot bꝛead, oꝛ the natural ſubſtace 
of Chꝛiſts owne body? Lhe tructh of this 
queſtion truelpe fried out and agreed v- 
pon, no doubt ſhall ceaſe the cortronerſic 
in 


OE. e cs coo. con Oamawao any a9. Oak FF. oak cad cc cn. Sd am.co 


the Lords Supper. 

in all the reſt. Foꝛ if it be Chꝛiſtes owne 
natural body, boʒn of the Uirgin:then al⸗ 
ſaredlye { ſeeing that all learned men in 
England fo far as J knowe, bothe newe 
and olde, graunt there to be but one ſub⸗ 
ſtance, then J ſap, thep muff needs graunt 
Tranſubſtantiation:that is, a change of 
the ſubſtance of bꝛeade, into the ſubſtance 
of Ch ꝛiſtes bodye . Then alſo they muſt 
needs graunt the carnal and coꝛpoꝛal pꝛe⸗ 
ſence of Chꝛiſtes body. Then muſt the ſa⸗ 
crament be adoꝛred with the honour due 
to Chꝛiſte him ſelke, foꝛ the vnitie of the 
two natures in one perſon. Then ik the 
pꝛeeſt do offer the Sacrament he doth of- 
fer indeed Chꝛiſte him ſelf. And finally the 
murtherer, ö aduouterer,o2 wicked man 
reteiuinge the Dacrament, muſte needes 
then receine alſo the naturall ſubſtance of 
Chꝛiſtes owne bleſled hodye, bothe fleſhe 
and blood. | 

Now onthe other ſide, if after the 
fructh ſhalbe fraely tried ont, it hall be 
found, that the ſubTtance of bzeade is the 
naturall ſubſtance of the Sacrament, al- 
though fo2 the change of the vſe office and 
dignitie of the bꝛead, the bzead indeed ſa⸗ 
cramentally is changed info the bodye of 
Chziſte, as the water in Baptiſme is ſa⸗ 

5 cramentally' 
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tramentically changed into the fountaine 
of regeneration, and yet the natural ſub⸗ 
ſtante therof remaineth zl one, as was be⸗ 
foꝛetit᷑ I ſaye the true ſolucion of that foꝛ⸗ 
mer queſtion( wherupon all theſe contro⸗ 
uerſies do hang) he, that the natural ſubs 
f ance of bꝛead, is the materiall ſubſtance 
in the Sacrament of Chꝛiſtes bleſſed bo⸗ 
d then muſk if needes ſollowe of the foz- 
mer pꝛupoſitian(tomteſſed of al that be na⸗ 
med tu he {eact« 4,0 far as J do kaowe, 
in Enol.n) wh che is that there ts but 
orc mafertall ſubſtante in the Sacramtt 
ef the hodp, & ane only like wiſe in the ſas 
crament of the blod, that there is no ſuch 
thinge inzede and in truethe, as thep call 
T ranſubſtantiation:foꝛ the ſubſtance of 
bꝛead remain eth ſtil inthe Sacrament of 
the body. the n alſo the naturall ſubſtance 
of Cbꝛiſtes humain nature, which he tok 
of þ Argin Mary is in heauen, where it 
reigneth naw in gloꝛp, and not her inclo⸗ 
ſed vnder the foꝛme ot hꝛead, then p god⸗ 
ly honoar, which is enelp due vnto Cod 
the creatoꝛ, map notbe don vnto the cre⸗ 
ature withont idolatrye and ſacrilege, is 
not te be don vn to the holye Sacrament. 
Then alſc the wicked, F mean the im⸗ 
penitent mut therer, aducuterer, sz fache 
JI A 
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like, do not rete iue the naturall ſubſlãce 


| ofthe bleſſed body and blood of Chꝛiſte. Ft 


nally,then doth it followe, that Cyzikes 


| bleſſed body and blood. which was once on 
| lyc offred and ſhed vpon the crode. beinge 
| auaplable foꝛ tie liniics ot all the whole 
booꝛlo, is offered vp no moꝛe, in the natu- 


rall ſubſtante therof, nother bp the peſt, 


| noz anp other thing. But hier befoze wee 
| go any farther to ſca eh in this matter, 


to wade (as it were) to ſearch and trye out 
(as we may) the trueth hero in the {& -1--- 


ture, it ſhalldo well by the way to k; 0 
whether they that thus mayo anſwere 
| and ſolucione vatotye kazmer pzincigall 


queſfion, ds fake away ümpip and abſos 
lutely the v2eſenco of Chꝛiſtes bodye and 


| blod, from the Sacrament ozdeined by 


Chaiſfe,and dulpe miniſtred acco;! ding to 
his holy oꝛdinance and inſtitution of the 
lame. Undoubtedly thev do deny that vt⸗ 


terlpe „ither ſo fo ape, 02 ſo te meane. 


Herrof it any man de 93 will doubt, the 
bokes whtch are —— eddy in this 
matter of them, hat w uus owanſuuere, 
will make the matter plaine. 

Now then will vou ſape, what kinde 
ol pꝛeſence do they graunt, and What do 
they ———— the v bene 2 — 
1. ence 
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ſence of Chꝛiſts body in the naturall ſub, 
tante ofhis humain and aſſumpt nature, 
andgraunt the pꝛeſence ofthe ſame by 
grace:that is, they affirme and ſape, that 
the ſubſtance of the natnrall body e and 


blodofChzilte is only remaining in hea Þ 


uen, and ſo (hall be vnto the latter daye, 
when he ſhall come againe in gloꝛ pe, (ac⸗ 
tompanied with the Angels of heauen) to 
iudge both the guicke and the de ade. And 
that the ſame natural ſubſtance of the ve: 
ry body and blod of Chꝛiſte, becauſe it ts 
vnited vnto the denine nature in Chꝛiſte 
the ſecond perſon of the Trinitie. Ther⸗ 
foꝛe it hath not onely life in it ſeife,but is 
alſo able fo gius and doth gine life vnto 
ſo many as be oꝛ ſhalbe partakers therof, 
that is, that to all that d belteue on his 
name, which are not boꝛne of blood (as ©. 
Iolin ſaith)oꝛ of the will ofthe fleſhe, 0: 
of the will of man, but are boꝛne of God: 
though the ſelffame luhſtance abide fill 
in heauen, and they foz the time of their 
pilgrimage dwel her vpõ earth:by grace 
J ſap, that is,by 233Kfe mẽcioned in Iohn 
and the pꝛoperties ofthe lame, mete ſo⸗ 
our pilgrimage herr bpon earth, the lame 
body of Chꝛiſte is here pꝛeſent with vs. 
Euen as ſoꝛ example, wee ſape, the ſame 
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Sunne (which in ſubſtance) neuer remo⸗ 
ueth his place out of the Heauens, is pet 
p:eſent heer by his beams, light and natu 
rall influence, where it ſhincth vpon the 

earth. Fo2 Gods wozd and his ſatramẽts 
| 2 it were the beams of Chꝛiſt, which 

is Sol iuſtitiæ, the Sunne of righteouſnes. 


Thus halt thou heard, of what ſoꝛt oz 
ſect ſoeuer thou be, wherin doth ſtand the 
pꝛincipall ſtate and chef popnte of all the 
tontrouerſies, which do pꝛoperly pertain 
vnta the nature of this Sacrament, As 
fo the vſe therof J graunt there be mas 
ny other thinges, wherof her J haue ſpos 


ken nothing at all. And nowe leaſte thou 
iuſteld mighteſt tomplain, and ſap, that J 
haue in openinge of this matter don no⸗ 
thing els, but digged a pitte, and haue not 
thut it vp agatn:92 bꝛoken a gap. and haue 
not mad it vp again:oꝛ opened the boke, 
and haue not cloſed it again: oꝛ els to call 
me what thou liſteſt, as neuterall diffem- 
bler, oꝛ what ſoeuer cls thy luſt and lear⸗ 
ning ſhall ſerue the to name me wozſſe: 
Lherfoze her now J wil(by Gods grace) 
not only hoꝛtl but fo cleerely and plain⸗ 
ly as I can make the to knowe, whether 
of the afozeſatd two anſwers fo y foꝛmer 
pe incipall ſfate and chert poynt doth like 

B. ii of | me 
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mo beſt:pea and alſo J will holde all thoſe 
accurſed, whiche in this matter that now 
ſo troubleth the Church of Chꝛiſt haue of 
God receiued the keye of knowledge, and 
pet goe about fo ſhat vp the doꝛes ſo that 
they themſelues wil not enter in noꝛ ſuf⸗ 
fer other that woulde . And as foz mine 
owne parte, J conſider but of tate what 
charge and cure of foule hath bin commit: 
fed vnfo me, wherof God knoweth, hew 
ſon I ſhalbe called fo giue accounte: and 
aiſc now in this woꝛlde what perill and 
danger of the lawes concerning my life J 
am now in at this pꝛeſent time. Mhat fol 
ly were it then foꝛ me, now to diſſemble 
with God, ol whom aſſuredly J loke and 
hope by Chꝛiſte to haue euerlaſting life? 
Seing that ſuch charge and danger bothe 
befoꝛe God and man, do tompaſſe mee in 
round about on euer p lide:fberefoze God 
willing 7 will franklp and freelpe btter 
my minde, and thoughe my bodye be cap- 
tine, pet my tung # my pen as long as 
may ſhall frelp ſet foꝛth, p which vndoub⸗ 
kedlye Jam perſwaded to be the trueth of 
Goves woꝛde. And pet J will do if vnder 
this pꝛoteſtation, call me pꝛoteſtant who 
lulteth, J paſſe not therof. My pꝛotettati⸗ 
en ſhall be thus:that my minde is 1 2 2 
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ner ſhalbe (God willinge) to ſet foꝛth fin- 
cerclye the true ſence and meaninge (to 
the beſte of my vnderſtanding) of Godes 
moſt holp woꝛde, and not to detline from 
the lame, either foꝛ feare of woꝛldip dans 
ger, oꝛ cis fo2 hope of gainc. 

J do pꝛot eite alſo due obedience and 
ſubmiſſion of my iudgemente in this my 
wꝛiting, and in all other mine affairs vn- 
to thoſe of Charts Church, which be tru⸗ 
ly learned in Gods holy wo2d, gathered 
in Chꝛills name and guided by his ſpirit. 
After this pꝛoteſtation, do plaine ly af- 
firme and ſap that the ſecond queſtion and 
pꝛincipall popnt, J am perfwaded to be = ch we hay 
the very true meaning and ſence of Gods queſtion. 
holy wwzd:that is, that the natural lub⸗ 
ſtance of bꝛead and wine is the true ma⸗ 
teriall ſubſtance of the holy ſacrament of 
the bleſled body and blood ol our Samour 
Chziſte:and the places of ſcripture wher⸗ 
dpon this my faith is grounded, be theſe, 
both concerning the ſacrament ofthe body 
and alſo the blond. 

Firſte let vs repete the beginninge of 

the inffifution of the Lo2ds ſupper wher⸗ 
in all the thz@ Euangeliſts, and S. Paule 
almoft in woꝛds do agrer, ſaying that Ie- 
ſu took bread, gaue thanles brake, and gaue 
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it to the Diſciples ſayinge: Take,cate,thiss 
my bodye, 

Mter it appeareth plainly,that Chziſte 
calleth very bꝛead his body. Foz yp which 
he tok, was very bzead. In this all men 
do agr. And that which he tok, after he 


had giuen thankes, he bꝛake:and Þ which v 


he tok and bꝛake, he gane to his diſciples 
and that which he tok,bzake;and gaue to 
his Diſciples he ſaide him ſelfe of it: Thi 
is my body. Ss it appeareth plainelpe that 
Chꝛiſt called very bꝛead his body. But ve⸗ 
ry bꝛead can not be his bodye in very ſub⸗ 
ſtance therol:therfoꝛe it muſt needs haut 
an other meaning. Mhich meaninge ap⸗ 
peareth plainelye what it is, by the next 
ſentence that foloweth immediatlp, both 
in Luke and in Paule, And that is this, 
Poo this in remembrance of me. Wher-v 
pon it ſeemeth vnto me to be euident, that 
Chꝛiſte did take bꝛead, and called it his bo 
dye, ſoꝛ that he would thereby inſtitute a 
perpetuall remembꝛance of his body:ſpe- 
ciallpe of the ſinguler benefite of our re- 
demtion, which he would the pꝛocure and 
purchaſe vnto vs by his bodpe vpon the 
troſſe. But bꝛead retaining ſtill his owne 
very naturall ſubſtance, may be thus by 
grace, (and in a ſarramental ſiguification i 
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his body:wheras els the verpbꝛead which 
he fok bꝛake, and gaue them, could net be 
in anp wiſe his naturall bodye. Foz that 
were conkuſiõ of ſubſtances, and fherfoze 
the very woꝛdes of Chꝛiſte iopned with 
the next ſentence kolo wing hoth enfoꝛceth 
vs to confefſe tho Herpes bꝛead, to remaine 
ſtill, and alſo openeth vato vs, how that 
bꝛead mape be and is thus by his de uine 
power his body, which was giuen foꝛ vs. 
But h:2re J rem#ber J haue red in ſome 
wꝛiters of the tontrarpe opinion, which 
Chꝛiſte did take, he bꝛake. Fo: ſay they af 
ter his taking, he bleſſed it as Mark doth 
ſpeak. And by his bleſling, ge changed the 
natural ſubſtance cf the bꝛead into the na 
tural ſubſtante of his bodp: 4 fo although 
hetok the bꝛead, and blefecd it, vet be- 
cauſe in bleſſing he changed the ſubſtance 
ok it, he bꝛake not the bꝛeade, which then 
was not there, but only the loꝛme therof. 

Unto this obiection J haue two plain 
anlwers, both grounded vpõ Gods wood. 
The one J wil her rehearſe, the other an⸗ 
ſwer J wil differ, vntil J ſpeak of 5 p ſacra- 
met of þ blog. Mine anſwere herr is take 
out of the plains woꝛds of S. Paule which 
doth manifeſtly confound this fantaſtical 
inuention, ürit inuented( J ween)of Pope 


Mar. 
Antho. 
Conftin. 
Gardcoar- 
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Innocentius, and after confirmed by the 
ſubtile ſophiſter Duns, + lately renewed 
now in our daies, with an eloquent fi! : 
much flineneſſe of wit. But what can cra /; 
ty inuention.ſubtiltpe in iophiſmes, eis 
quence oꝛ finenefle of wit pꝛeuatle again 
the vnfallible wozde of God: what nod? 
we to ſtriue and contend what things we 
bꝛeak, ſoꝛ Paule ſaie th, ſpeaking vndoub⸗ 
tedly of the Loꝛds table: I he bread iaicth 
be)which we break, is it not the partaking 
or fclow!hip ot the Lords body? 
WUherupon it lolloweth, that after the 
thaks giuing it is bꝛead which we bꝛeak. 
And how often in the Acts of the Apolile 
is the Loꝛds ſupper ſignified by bꝛeaking 


ol bꝛead: They did perſeuer(ſuith . Lule 


in the Apoſtles doctrine communion, and 
breaking of bread. And they brake breade 
in cuery houſe, 
And again in an other place when they 
were come together to bꝛeake bꝛead, fc. 
S. Paule which ſetteth fo:th moſte fully 
in his wꝛitinge both the dvarine and the 
right vie ofthe Loꝛds ſupper ⁊ the Sacra 
mentall cating and dzinkinge of C bꝛiſta 
body and blood, callettz it fine times bea 
bead, bꝛead zbꝛead, hzead. 
The ſacrament all bzead is the miſt. 
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call body, and ſo it is called in ſcripture. The fecead 
Cor. ic. as it is called the naturall body can. 

of Chꝛiſte But Chꝛiſts miſticall body is 

the congregation of Chziſttans. Now no 

man was euer ſo fond, as to ſay,that that 
ſacramentoll bꝛeade is tranſubſtantiated 

and cna. ig ed into the lubſtance of the cons 

greg ene. Mherefoze no man choulde 71, chird 
:zewite thizk,o2 ſaps, that the bꝛeade is argumem. 
tranſabſtantiated and changed into the N 
naturall ſubſtance of Chziftes humaine 

nature, 

But my minde is not here to wzite 
oh et map be gathered out of ſcripturs foꝛ 
this purpoſe. but onely to note her bzef- 
lp, thole which ſeem vnto me, fo be p moſt 
plaine places. Therfoꝛe contented to haue 
ſyoken thus muche of the Sacramentall 
bꝛead: J will nowe ſpcake a little of the 
L02ds cup. 

And this ſhall be my third argument The bird 
grounded bpon Chꝛiſtes owne wo2des. argument. 
The natural ſubſtance of the ſacramefall 
wine remaineth ſtill, and is the material 
ſubſtance of the ſacrament of the blod of 
Chꝛiſte: Therfoꝛe it is likewiſe ſo in the 
lacramentall bꝛead. 

J know that he that is of a cenfrarpe 
opinion, will denre be fo:mer parte of 

mine 
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mine argument. But J wil pzonc it thus 
by the plaine woꝛds of Chꝛiſte himſelle, 
both in Mathewe and in M arke.Chaiſtes 
woꝛdes arc theſe:after the woꝛdes ſaide 
vpon the cup: ſay vnto you ſaith Chziſte 
J will not d2tnke hencefw2the of this 
kruite of the vine tre, vntill J (hall dꝛim 
that new in my fathers kingdome. Bere 
note how Chꝛiſte calleth platnly his cup 
the fruit of the vine tree. But the fruit of 
the vine is very natural wine.Ulherfoze 
the naturall ſubſtance of the wine dothe 
remaine {iti in the ſacrament ot Chꝛiſtes 
blood. 

And heer in ſpeaking of the Loꝛds cup: 
it commeth vnto iny remembꝛante þ va 
nitie of Innocentius his fantaſticall inui⸗- 
tion, which by Paules woꝛdes 4 did con- 
fute befoꝛe, and hier did pꝛomiſe ſomwhat 
moꝛe to ſpcake,andy is this: if this tran 
ſubſtantiatione be made by this woꝛde, 
Bleſled, in Mark ſaid vpon the bꝛeade, as 
Innocentius that pope did ſape: then ſure- 
ly ſceing that woꝛd is not ſaide of Chailte 
neither in any of the Euangeliſtes noꝛ in 
SPaule vpon the tup:Chere is no Tran 
ſubſtantiatione of the wine at all. F0: 
where the canſe doth faile, there cannot 
follow the effect. But p W 

a 
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and the ſacramental wine do both remain 
in their naturall ſubſtance a like, t if the 
one be not changed, as of p ſacramentall 
wine it appeareth euidentlp:then there is 
no ſuch Tranſubſtantiatione in nother of 
them both. 

All that truſt and affirme this change The p, pig 
ofthe ſubſtance of bzeade and wine into affime they 
the ſubſtance ol Chꝛiſtes bodpe and blood wot not 
called tranſubſtantiation: do alſo ſay this what. 
change to be made by acertaine foꝛme of 
pꝛelcripte woꝛdes, and none other. But 
what they be that make the change either 
ofthe one, oꝛ of the other: vndoubtedly e⸗ 
nen they that do wꝛite moſte finel pe in 
theſe our daies, almoſt confeſſe plainely, 
that they can not tel. Foz althoughe they 
graunt to certaine of the ol de authoꝛs, as Gardener 
Chriſoſtom, and Ambroſe;y theſe woꝛds to the 48. 
This is my body, are the woꝛdes of conſe- obicction 
tration of the ſacrament of the bodye: pet 
ſay they, theſe woꝛds map wel be ſo cal⸗ 
led, becauſe they do aſſure vs of the cons 
ſetration therof, whether it be don befoze 
theſe woꝛds be ſpoken oꝛ no. 

But as foꝛ this their doubfe , concer⸗ 
ning the ſacrament of the bodpe, J let it 
paſſe, Let vs now conſider p woꝛds which 
pertain to the cup, This is firſt — 


* 
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that as Mathewe much agrecth wil 
Mark, like wiſe Luke with Paule muche 
agreeth hee rein in foꝛme of wwedes ſ 
in the ſame foꝛzme of woꝛdes in Ma- 
thew and Mark is diuers from that which 
is in Luke and Paule:the olut authoꝛs do 
moſte rehearſe the fozine of woꝛdes in 
Mathewe and Marke: vecaule 4 wane 
thep ſeemed to them mioite clere. But 
hier I would knowe, whether it is credi 
bly o2 no, that Luke and Paule, when they 
celebꝛated the Lo2des Supper With theit 
congregations, that they did nat vſe the 
ſame fozme of woꝛds (at the Loꝛds fable) 
which they w2ote , Luke in his d. oſpell, 
and Paule in his epiſtle. Of Luke, ecauſe 
he was aPhilition, whether ſo ne will 
graunt, that he might be a 52.58 02 no, 
and was able to receiue p oꝛder of pzefl- 
hod,which(they ſap) is giuen by the ver⸗ 


tue ot theſe woꝛdes (aide by the Biſhoy: 


Take thou authoritye to Sacrifice forthe 
quick and the deade.Jcan not tell, but if 
they ſhoulde be ſo ſtraight vpon Luke ei 


er and. ther foꝛ his crafte,oz els foꝛ lackof ſuchs 


aule had 


power giuen him by vertue of the alou⸗ 


no ſuch 2 ſaid wozds:thenJ Weene,both Peter am 
as the Pa- Paule are in danger to be depoſedof their 
paſts habe. pꝛieſthodd, foz the craft either of fiſhings, 

whic 
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which was Peters:oꝛ making of fentes, 
which was Paules, were moꝛe vile, then 
the ſcience ol Phiſicke. 

And as fc2 thoſe ſacramental! woꝛds 
of the oꝛder ol Pꝛeſthod, to haue authozt- 
tie fo ſacrifice both fo2 the quicke and the 
deade, J werne Peter and Paule) if they 
were both a liue) were not able to pꝛone, 
that euer Chꝛiſte gaue them ſuch autho⸗ 
titie, oꝛ euer ſaid any ſuch woꝛdes unto 
them. But J will let Luke goe, and bes 
cauſe Panle ſpeaketh moꝛc foꝛ him ſelfe: 
J wil! rehearſe his woꝛds: That (ſaith 
Paule) whiche J receined of the Lozd;J 
nate vnto you. Fo2 the Lo2de Jeſus, tc. 
And ſo he ſetteth ſoꝛth the whole inſtitu⸗ 
tion and right vle of the Loꝛdes Supper. 
Now ſceing that S. Paule heer ſaith, that 
which he reteiued of the Loꝛd, he had gi⸗ 
uen them, and that whiche he hath recei⸗ 
ted and giuen them befc2ze by word of 
mauth: now he rehearſeth and wꝛiteth the 
ſame in his Epiſtle, is it crediblye that 
Paule woulde ner vſe this fozme of 
woꝛds, vpon the Lo20s cup,which(as he 
ſaith)he receaued of the Loꝛd, that he had 
ginen them befoꝛe, and now rehearſeth in 
his Epiſtle? 4 truſt no man is far from al 
reaſon, but he wil graunt me, that this is 
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Nowe then, if you graunte mee, that 


Paule did vſe the fozme of woꝛds, which 
he wziteth: Wet vs then rehearſe and con; 


5 


ſider Paules worde, lehich he laith, Chai 


ſpake thus vpon the Cuppe. 
This Cup is the new Teſtament in my 


blood, tis doo: as often as ye ſhall drinke it 


in the remembrance of me. 

Yer J woulde knowe, whether that 
Chꝛiſts woꝛds ſpoken vpon the cup were 
not as mightp in wok, and as cffrectnall 
in ſignification to all intentes, conſtrutii⸗ 
ons, and purpoſes, (as all our parliament 
men do ſpeak) as they were ſpoken vpon 
the bꝛeade. It this be graunted, which 
thinge Itch ink no man can deny:then fur 
ther J reaſon thus. But the woꝛde (Is) in 
the woꝛds ſpoken vpon the Loꝛds bꝛeade 
doth mighbtelp ſigniſe (ſay they) þ change 
of the ſubſtance of y which goeth befoꝛe it 
into the ſubſtance of that which folioweth 
after, that is, ofthe ſubſtance oſbꝛead in⸗ 


to the ſubſtance of Chꝛiſtes bodpe, when i 


Chztlte ſaith: This is my body. Ho then 
Chꝛiſts wwꝛda which are ſpoken vpon 
the tup, which Paule here rehearſeth be 
of p ſame might and power, both in way 
king and ſignifping: then muſt this wo 
ey , 4 
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| (5) when Chꝛiſts ſaithe: This Cup is the 
| new Teſtament,&c,turne the ſubſtance af 
the cup info the ſubſtance ofthe new tel⸗ 
| tament. And if thou wilt ſape, that this 
woꝛde (Is) nother maketh no2 ſignifieth a⸗ 
| uy ſuch change of the cup, Although it be 
laid of Ch2ilke, that this cup is the newe 
tiſtament, vet Chziſt ment no ſuch chags 

as that. Parry ſir, euen ſo lape J, when 
Chꝛiſte ſaid of the bꝛead, which hee toke 

and after thanks giuen, bzake,and naus. 

them, ſaying: Take, eat, this is my body, he 

ment no moꝛe any ſuch change ofthe ſub- 

ſtance of bꝛeade into the ſubſtante of his 
naturall body, then he ment of the change 
and tranſubſtantiation of the cup into the 
ſubſtance of the newe Teſtament. And if 
thou wilt ſaye that the woꝛd (Cup) heer in 
Ch:iſfs woꝛds doth not ſigniſie the Cup 1 
it ſelf,but the wine 02 thing conteined in dogg, 
the cup,by a figure called Metonymia, foʒ a. cone 
that Chꝛiſts wo: des fo ment, and muſte fatcd. 
needs be taken:thou ſaiſt very wel. But Þ 
av thee by ß way, heer note two things 
irſt that this woꝛde. Is, hath do ſuche 
trength oz ſignification in the Lozdes 
dds, to make oz to ſignifle anp trans 
ltanctation. Secondlp, that the Loꝛds 
ads wherby he inſtituted the ſacra⸗ 
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ment ot his blood: he vieth a figuratiue 
peach. Hou vaine then is it, that ſomo ſo 
earnefly do ſay,as it were an infallible 
rule, that in doctrine and in the inffituti- 
ofthe ſaeraments, Chꝛiſte vſed no figurs, 
but all his woꝛdes are to be ſtrainedt 
their pꝛoper ſigniſications: when as hat 
what ſoeuer thou ſaieſt was in the cup, 
nother that noꝛ the cupit ſelf, taking e. 
nerve woꝛde in his pꝛoper figniſic ation, 
was p new teſtament, beit in vnderſfar 
ding that which was in che cup by p ey 
that is a figuratine ſpcache 2 yea and all 
thou canſt not verifle oꝛ trulp ſay of that: 
whether thou ſaicſt it was wine © 
Chꝛiſts bloud, to be the new teſtamen 
without a figure alſo. Thus in one ſen 
fence ſpoken of Chꝛiſte, in the inſtitutio 
of the Sacrament of his bloud, the figure 
muſt hclpvs twiſe. So vntrue it is, that 
ſome do wꝛite that Chꝛiſte vſeth no f/ 
gure in the doctrine of faith, noz in the 
inſtitution of his ſacraments. But ſont 
ſap, i we ſhall thus admit figures in do 
trine: then (all all the articles of ou 
faith, by figures and allegoꝛies ſhoꝛtly lig. 
tranſfoꝛmed and vnicied. J ſay it is lik 
fault, and enen the ſame , to denpe then 
gure, where the place ſo requirethe fo I y 
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| vnderſfanded,as vainly te make it afigiz 


ded in his pꝛoper lignification, 

The rules wherby theſſperch is knowen, 
when it is ſiguratiue, and wherby it is 
none. Saint Auguſtine i in his boke. De 
doctrina Chriſtiana, gigeth diners lear- 
ned leſſons, very neteſſarp to be knowen 
if the ſtudents in Gods wo2de. Df 
which,one J wil rehearſe, which is this: 
If{faith he) The ſcripture dooth ſeeme jp 


ria ommaundſ a thing e,which is wicked or v 
de ——— to forbid a thing that charitic doth 
— nde ande he, that the [pea 
— c oy FEAT ile, he bzinget: 

e laping of Chziltezjn the vi. chap 
mene. . Except ye 10 1 he f leſh 12 5 9 
e — 2 ae dri * et ood 2YC6an 
futon thauc life; in you,, z gneth to ch 
* maund a wicked or HA godly thingayhes- 
5 — ore it is a figuratiue ſpeech, commau g 
no VB. haue Communion and Hate With 
in the er n denen 2520 
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1 ol much excclient fine nelle of 
, 6 af of great eloquente, that are not a- 
ed to write and ſape, that this afoze- 

C. ig. ſaide 


Aug. de d 
ratiue ſpeach -whidh is to be vnderſtan⸗ Chfittianz. 


li. 3. ca. 16. 


Gardiner in 
and oli his anſwers 

to the 161. & 
1 — 9 
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+ Yaid ſaping of Chꝛiſte is after S. Auſtin 
- figurative ſpeache inderde thowbeit nit 
* unto the learned, but to the vhlearned. 
Veere let anp man that but We n | 
vnderſtandeth the Lalin tongue, 

the plate in S: Auſtine:and it ve Parte 
not cleerly . Auguſtins wozds,and mim 
to be contrarye, iet me abide khereofth 
rebuke: | 
This leſfon of S. Auguſſine J haue then 
fe the rather ſet krt the, becauſe it tea 
theth vs to vnderſtand that plate in John 
figuratiuely. Cuen ſo ſurely the ſame li 
fon with the example of S. Auguſtittʒ cy 

politions therof, teacheth vs not-onlyeh 
the ſame,to vnderſtand Chꝛiſtes bee 
in the Inſtitution ofthe Sacrament 
ol his body k ofhis blod figurattitely,! 
Allo the very trewe meaning and vnde 
Ffandinge ofthe ſame . Foꝛ if to con 
maunde to cate the fleſhe of the ſonnkt 

man, and to dꝛinke his blode,ſemetht 


tommaund an inconnentence and an b 


godlines, and is euen ſo indid, 'ifitht 
--.- ynderftanded as the wweds den ſtandr i 
their p2oper ſigniſicatton:and . _ 
muſt be vnderſtanded 9200 
fpiritually, as . Auguftine vary 
and learnedly interpzete them: 
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uſtme ly Chꝛiſte commaunding in his laſt Sup⸗ 
it no per to eat his body and dꝛinke his blode, 
Irned. | ſemed to commaund in ſound of woꝛdes 
renty as grace and euen the ſametnconuenifce ' 
read and vngodllpneſſe, as did his woꝛdes in 
rein the vj. of S. Iohn:and therefoꝛe muſt euen 
mim by the ſame reaſon, be ikew:ſe vnderſtan 
roth ded and expounded figuratiuelp and ſpiri⸗ 
NI tuallp, as S. Auguſtine did the other: 
ether: Mherunto that expoſition of S. Augul- 
tt te tine map ſteme to be the moꝛe mæte, fo; 
n John that Ch2 iffe in his ſupper, tothe com⸗ 
tre le maundement of eating and dꝛinkinge of 
ins ey his body and blood, addeth: Doo this in re- 
ilpe j membrance of me. Which woꝛds ſurelye 
ande were the keye that opened and reaealed 
tt the ſptrifuall and godlye expoſition vnto 
1y,v Paint Auguſtine, 
118 But J haue taried longer in ſettinge 
tom koꝛth the foꝛme of Chꝛiſtes woꝛds vpon Th ww 
mt o the Lo2des cup, wiiften by Paule x Luke eta ſay 
niethiY that J did intend to dw. and yet in ſpea⸗ f 
an du king of the foꝛme of Chꝛiſts wꝛds, ſpo⸗ 
ifitb ken vpon his cup, commeth now ta my 
ride ij romembzance the fozme of woꝛds vſed in 
| the Latin Baſſe, von t he Lo2ds cup. 
Wherof J do not a little meruaile, what 
ſhould be the cauſe, ſ&ing the latin Malle 
igreeeth with the Euangeliſts and Paule, 
ü ö in 
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in the foꝛme of woꝛds ſaid vpon the bzead 

wbþy in thewoꝛdes ſaide vpon the Lo2des 
cup, it differeth from them all, vea and 
addeth to the wezdesof Chꝛiſte ſpoken v/ 


pon the cup theſe woꝛds, Vlillerium fideie, if 


that is, the miſterie of faithe, whiche are 
not red to be attributed vnto the. Sacra; 
ment of Chꝛiſtes blood nother in p CEuan⸗ 
geliſts, noꝛ in Paule, noꝛ ſo far as Jknow 
in any other place of holpe Scripture, pra 
and if it may haue ſome god expoſitione, 
vet why it ſhould not be as wel added vn; 
to the woꝛdes of Chꝛiſte vpon his bꝛead, 
as vpon his Cup, ſurelye J do nat ſ the 
miſterie. and becanſe J ſ& in the vg of 
the Latin Maſſe, the Sacramente of the 
blod abuſed, when it is denped vnto the 
lape people, cleane contrar pe vato Gods 
moſte certain woꝛde: fo2 why, A do be⸗ 
feech thee, ſhonld the facrament of Chꝛiſts 
b{od be denied vnto the lay chꝛiſtiã moze 
then ts the ꝛeeſte? Vid not Chꝛiſte ſhed 
his blood aſwel foꝛ the lap godlye man, as 
foz the godlye Pꝛeeſte: If thou wilt ſape, 
pes that he did ſo. But the ſacrament. of 
the blod is not to be receiued without the 
offeringe vp and ſacrificinge thereof vnto 
God the Father, bothe loꝛ the quicke and 
ſoꝛ the dead: and no man may make my 
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tion of Chꝛiſts blod vnto Sod but a pꝛeeſt 
and ther foꝛe the pꝛeeſt alone, and that but 
in his Maſſe only, may receiue the ſacra⸗ 
ment ot the blood. And call vou this, Pats 
| ſters, Myiterium fidei? 
Alas, alas, J feare me, this is befoze Thel. 
God, Miſterium miquitatis, the miſter e of praier. * 
iniquitie, ſuch as S. Paule ſpeaketh ot, iu pal. 7. 
his epiſtle fo the Theſſalonians. TheLozd 
be mercifall vnto vs, and bleſſe vs, lightẽ 
his coanfenance vpon vs, and be merciful 
vnto vs. That we may know thy waye ve 
pon earthe, and amonge all people thy ſal⸗ 
uation. | The Maſſe 

This kinde of oblation ſtandeth vpon lacriſce 

| Lranſubſfantiation his coſin germaine, inurious 
and ther do grow both vpon one ground. 10 fn tes 
The Loꝛd werde it out ofhis: UMiniarde“? 
ſhoꝛtlpe, if it be his bleſſed will and pleas 
lure, that bitter rot. To ſpeake of this ob⸗ 
latione, howe muche is it iniurious vnto 
Chziltes-paſſion? ö . 

Yow? it can not, but with highe blaſ⸗ 
phemy and hainous arrogancp, and intol⸗ 
lerable pꝛide, be claimed ot any man other 
then of Chꝛiſte him ſelfe:how muche and 
how plainly it repugneth vnto the mani⸗ 
feſt wan ds, the trueſence ⁊ meaning of hos 
leſcripture in many places, eſpecia l 5 P 

| ” 
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theepiſtle to þ Hebrewes: the matter it is 


ſo long, t other haue weiten in it at large, Þ 
that my minde is nowe, not to intrest: 
therot anp further. * 

Foz only in this my ſcribling, J intent 
to ſearch out and ſet foꝛthe by the Scrip- Þ 
fnres(acco2ding to Godes gracious gifte Þ 
of my poꝛe knowledge) whether the true 
ſence and meaninge of Chziſtes woꝛdes 
in the inſtitution of his holpe ſupper, du 
require any Tranſubſtantiation, as they 
tal it:oꝛ that the very ſubſtance of bꝛeade 
and wine dw remaine ſtill in the Loꝛdes 
ſupper © be the materiall ſubſtance of the 
holp ſacramente of Chꝛiſte our Sauiours 
bleſſed bodye and blode. Pet there remai⸗ 


. neth one vaine Quidditie of Duns in this 


matter, the whiche becauſe ſome that 
w2itenowdoſe&me to like it ſe well that 
they haue ſtripped hun out of Dunces dub 
ty and darke termes, and pꝛicked him amd 
painted him in freſhe coloures of an els/ 
quent ſtile: and map ther foꝛe deceauethe 
moꝛe excepte the errour be warelye 
eſchewed. TS 1 

Duns ſaith in theſe woꝛds of Chzilte, 
This is my bodye, this pzonowne demotv 
ſtratiue, meaninge the wo2de(This)ifye 
will knowe, what it doth ſhowe oꝛ de 
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monſtrate whether the bꝛead that Chꝛiſt 
| toko2 no:he anſwereth no, but onely one 
thing in ſubſtance it paintethe, whereof 
te nature oꝛ name it dothe not tell, but 
leaueth that to be determined and told by 
that which followeth p wozd ls, chat is by 
Prædicatum, as the Logician doth ſpcake: 
and therloꝛe he calleth this pzonowne des 
| monratine. (This) Indiuiduum vagum 
that is, a wand2ing pꝛoper name, wherby 
we mape poynte out and ſhe we anye one 
thing in ſubſtance, what thinge ſoeuer it 
| be. That this imaginatione is vaine and 
vntruelpe applyed vnto theſe woꝛdes of 
Chꝛiſte. This is my bodye:it may appeaia 
plainelp in the woꝛds of Luke and Paule 
ſaid vpon the cup,conferred with p fozme 
of walꝛds ſpoken vpon Þ cup in Mathewe 
and Marke. Fo2 as vpon the bꝛeade it is 
ſaid of all. This is my bodye:ſo of Mathew 
and Mark,if is ſaide vpon the cup: This 
i mp blood. Then if in the woꝛds, This 
is mp body, the woꝛde (This) be ag Duns 
talleth it, a wandꝛinge name to appopnts 
and ſhewe fo2th any one thing, whereof” 
the name and nature it dothenot tell: ſo 
muſte it be likewiſe in thoſe wazdes of 
Mathewe and Markc vpon the Lozos enp 
This is my blode, But in the waves of 
5 Marthewe 
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Mathdw & Mark; it ſignifieth c poynteth | 
out the ſame p if doth in'y Lozvs wozs 
vpon the cup in Luke and Paule, where it 
is ſaid: This cup is the new Teſtamente in 
my blood, &c. Therefoꝛe in Mathewe and 
Marke the pzonown demonſtratiue (this) 
dothe not wander to poynte onelpe one 
thing in ſubſtance, not ſhewinge what it 
is, but tellethe it plainelpe what it is, no 
leſſe in Mathe we and Marke vnto the eye 
then is don in Luke and Paule, by putting 
to this woꝛd (cup) bothvnto the eye, and 
vnto the eare. Fo2 taking the cup and de⸗ 
monſtrating oꝛ ſhe wing it vnto his diſci⸗ 
ples, by this pꝛonolone demonſtratiue, 
(this) and ſaping vnto them, Drink ye all 
of this: it was then all one to ſape. This is 
my blood, as to ſape: This cup is my blood 
meaninge by the cup as the nature of the 
ſpeach doth require:the thinge conteined 
in the tup. So like wife without al doubt, 
when Chꝛiſte had taken bꝛeade, giuen 
thanks, and bꝛoken it, and giuing it to his 
diſciples, ſaid, Take:and ſo demonſtrating 
and ſhewing that bꝛead which hee had in 
his handes, to ſave then, This is wy body; 
and to haue ſaide, This bread is my body. 
Aàs it were all one, if a man lackinge a 


knife, and going to his older, maul. ay 
| nia 
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bnfo an other, whom he ſaw to haue two 
kniues. Sir J pꝛape pou lend mee the one 
dk pour kniues. Mere it not now all one 
to anſwere him, Sir, holde 3 will lende 
you this to eat your meat, but not to opt 
| oiffers withall:and holde, IJ wil lend von 
this knife to eate your meat but not to o⸗ 
pen oyſters. This ſimilitude ſerueth but 
| fo2 this purpoſe, to declare the nature of 
ſpeach withall, where as the thinge that 
is demonſtrated and ſhewed, is euidently 
perceiued, and openly knowen to the eye. 
But O god Lozd, what a wonderfull 
thing is it to ſer how ſome men do labour 
to teach, what is demonſtrated and ſhew⸗ 
ed by the pzonowne demonſtratiue (this) 
in Chꝛiſtes woꝛdes when he ſaieth: This 
is my body: This is my blood: hob they las 
bour (J ſaye) to teache, what that (This) Gard. tot 
was then indeede, when Chꝛiſte ſpake in 130. bicctie 
the beginning of the ſentence the woꝛde 
(This)befoze he had pꝛonounted the reſte 
of þ wooꝛds, that folowed in the ſame ſen⸗ 
tence: ſo that their doctrine mape agree i 
with their Tranſubſtantiation:which in Cod mak: 
ded is the verye foundation, wherein al e . 
their erronione doctrine doth ſtande. And ſues | 
here the Tranſubſfantiatours do not as 
gre amonge them ſelues, no moꝛe the 
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they do in the woꝛds Which w2ought the 
Tranſubſtantiatione, when Chꝛiſte du 
firſc iuſtitute his Sacrament:wherin In. 
nocentius & Biſhop of Rome of the latter 
daies, and Duns(as was noted be foꝛe)do 
attribute the wozke vnts the wd (Be. 
nedixit) Bleſſed:but the reſt fo2 the moſte 
pre: to Hoceſt corpus meum. This is my 
dy, &c. Duns there foꝛe with his ſee, 
becauſe he putteth the change befoze muſt 
needs ſay,that this, when Chꝛiſte ſpake it 
in the beginning of the ſentence, was in 
derd Chꝛiſtes body, Foz in the change, the 
ſubſtance of bꝛead did depart, and p chige 
was now don in Benedixit (ſaith he) that 
went befoze:and therfoze after him & his 
that (this) was then indeed Chꝛiſtes body, 
though the woꝛd did not impoꝛt ſo muche 
but onely one thinge in ſubſtance: which 
ſubſtance after Duns (the bꝛeade beinge 
gone) muſt needs be p ſubſtance of Chailts 
body. Eut they vᷣ put their Tranſubſtan⸗ 
tiation to be wꝛought by theſe woꝛdes of 
Chꝛiſte. T his is my bodye:and do ſay,that 
when p whole ſentence was finiſhed then 
this change was perfected and not befoze: 
they can not ſay, but yet Chꝛiſtes (this) in 
the beginning of the ſentence befozethe 
ather wazds were fully pzonoiiced, was 
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nead in deed:1ut as pet the change was 
xt don, and ſo long the bꝛe ad muſfin@eds 
remain, and ſo longe with the vninerſall 
conſent ot al tranſubſtantiatours, the nas 
turall ſubſtance of Chꝛiſtes body can not 
tome: and therfore muſt their (this of nes 
tellitpe demonſtrate and ſhewe the ſub⸗ 
ſtance, which was as yet in the pꝛonoun⸗ 
ting of the firſt woꝛd this by Chziffe, but 
bꝛead. But how can they make and veri⸗ 
fe Chꝛiſts woꝛds to be true, demonſtra⸗ 
ting the ſubſtance which in þ demonffratt 
on is but bꝛead, and ſay therof, This is my 
body, that is as they ſaye the natural ſub⸗ 
tance of Chꝛiſts body:ercept they would 
fay,that the verbe, Is, ſigniſteth, is made, 
12s changed into, And ſo then if the ſame 
herbe, Is. be of that ſame effect in Chꝛiſts 
woꝛds ſpoken bpon the cup, andrehears 
led by Luke and Paule:the cup o2 the wine 
inthe Cup muſte bee made o2 turned into | 
the newe Teſtamente, as was declared Gardenar a 
befo2e. n eutrall or 
There be ſoms amonge the Tranſub⸗ mo of both 
ſtantiatours, which walke ſo wililye and _ 
lo warely between theſe two afoꝛeſaid os 
pinions, allowing them both, and holding 
plainelye nother of them bothe, that me 
thinks they may be called Reutrals, Am⸗ 
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boderters,o2 rather ſuche as can ſhift u 
both ſides. hey play on both partes. Ju 
with the later, they do allow the doaring 
of the laſt ſillable, which is that tranſnh 
ſtantiatione is done by miracle in an in 
ſtant, at the ſound of the laſt ſillable (um 
in this ſentfce, Hoc eſt corpus meum. Am 
they dw allowe alſo Duns his fantaſtical 
imaginatione of Induidwum vagum, that 
demonſtrateth as he teacheth in Choiſtes 
woꝛdg, one thing in ſubſtance, then being 
(after his minde) the ſubſtance of the bv 
dy of Chꝛiſte. 

Ameruailous thinge, how one mat 
canagree with both theſe two, they being 
fo contrarp the one to the other. Fo? the 
one ſaithe the wo2de this, demonſtrateth 
the ſubſtance of bꝛead:and the other ſaith 
no not ſo, the bꝛead is gone, and it demon 
ffratcth a ſubſtance whiche is Chꝛiltes 

Gard. to the body. 
4. obiection. Tulhe ſaith this thirde man, ye bi 
derſtand nothing at all. They agree well 
| inough in the chef poynte,whiche is the 
God makers ground of all:that is, bothe do agre and 
trag. peare witnes, that there is tranſubſtan 
* tration. They do agree in ded in that ton 
cluffon;J graunt. But their pꝛoceſſe am 
doctrins thereof do euen aſwell agree ts 
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r:as did the falſe witnes befoꝛe Aijnas 

ſt Chꝛiſt:oꝛ the two wat? 

rſt Suſanna. Foz againfte 

neſſes did agree'ng 

doubt to ſpeak And ths 
icked iudges 


neſſes, they diſſented ſo far 

that al was found falſe that they went aa 

bout, both that wierm tyep agreed, and | 

alſo thoſe thinges, which they bꝛought foz 
their pꝛoꝛes. . 5 "1 5 
Thus muche haue J ſpoken. in ſear⸗ The copſent 
chinge out a ſolucione fo2 this p2incipall 


of the olde 


mcſtion, which was, what is p mete n 
ſuuſtance of the holpe Sacramente in the 
r? cw leaſt J ſhould ſcem ta 

cite, moꝛe then in 
miet:o2 leſſe to regard the doctrint of thts 
ald eccleſtaſticall writers, then is cones 
nent fo2 a man of my pe tearning aid 
ſmple wit foz to do. and becauſe, alſo J 
am indeed perſwaded,that the oldecccles 
ſtod the true meas 

t haue both 

th in ter⸗ 
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will indifferently weigh fthem,andcofter 
their mindes none other wiſe then they 
declare ihemſelues te haue mente: J am 
perſwaded (J ſay) that in reading of then 
thus no man can be ignoꝛant in this mat⸗ 
ter, but he that wil ſhut vp his own eies, 


and blind- feld himſelf. When J ſpeake UF, * 


of Cccleffaſficall wꝛiters, I mean of ſuch 
as were befoꝛe the wicked vſurpation of 


of the ſea of Rome was arowen fo vume I, 
ſurably nreat,thatnof only with tiranni: M,,.," 


cal power, hut alſo with co2ruptdodarine, 


it began to ſubuert Chꝛiſtes goſpell, and e. 


ko turne the ſtate, that Chꝛiſte and his a 


poſtles ſet in Þ Church, vpſide down. Fo; (ae? 


the cauſes afoꝛeſaide, J wil rehearſe cer: 
fatnof their ſayings: x vet hecauſe J takt 
the but foꝛ witneiſes and expounders . 


this doctrin a not as the authoꝛs ol þ ſame, I * 


and alſo fozthat now J wil not be tevions Il +; 
- F will rehearſe but fewe,that is tha#olde 


wꝛiters ofthe Greke Church, and othet M,..; 


th:& ofth:Latin Church, which am ſam 
vnfome to be in this matter molt plain. 
The Gꝛæk Authors are Origen, Chit 
ſoſtome, and T heodoret. The Latin, are, Ma 
Tertulliane, S: Auguſtme, ant Gelaſms . 
A knawe there tan be nothinge ſpoken . 
plainlx, but the crafty wit furniſhed — 1 
5 1 gp q F 
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quence can darken it ⁊ wzeſt it quite from 
true meaning to a tontrarꝑ ſence. And 
know alio.that eloquence, craſt, and ſine⸗ 
nes of wit hath gon abant to blears mens 
ties and tu ſtop their eares in the aloꝛe⸗ 
named weiters, that men ſhaulde nother 
heare noꝛiſa , what thoſe Authoꝛs boihe 
mite and tsache ſo plainelp, that excepte 
men aride be made boch ſtarke blinde, 
and deafs: they can not but of neteſſitie: i 
they wit tade and wax them indifferẽt⸗ 
ly boch beerennd fre whatthey de meane 
dchen _glaqueace,crafe, agu Aneneſſe nt 
it hane don all that thencan . aw let 
0 _ the olde weiters of the Greeks 
rh. „„ e b- + -,-i2 wy 


Wr 1 
Origenez which liued about 1250. teres Origen. 


agoe:amanrfo2 the ex celiencꝝ ofhis leave e 112 
unge do) ſugblvei eſtemed in Chꝛiſtes 11.6. C1. 32 
Church, that he was counted and iudgad 
the üngular teacher in his time of chꝛiſte 
keligion, the contounder of hereũes, the 
ſthokraiſter. ofmany godly matters, and 

„ mopener othighe miſleries in ſcripture. 
Be wꝛiting vpon the rv. chapter ol Saint 
Mathewes golpoll, ſaieth thus: But if aß 

ing enter into the moutheit goeth away in 

do the belly, andl is auoided into thedraught; 
lena ag that meate iche is ſanctifiec by 
b m I 
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the woord of God and praier; b6acerninge 
-the matter thereof, it goeth awaye into the 
belly, and is : uoided into the draughte Bu 
Yor the praier whiche is added vito it, for 
the proportion of the faith, itis made prof. 
table, makinge the minde able to perceiue 
-and ſee that hich 1sprofitable;Forit is not 
the materiall ſubſtarice of breade;: but: the 
Wwoord which is ſpoken vpon it, thiat is pft - 
fitableto the man that eatethꝭ it not vnwoor 
thely. And this I mean of the. Typical ant 
Simdolicall, that is, Satramentall boch 
Thus far goes h woꝛds of Origene, when 


it is plaine, firſte that Origene ſpeaking 

heer ofthe ſacrament ot the Loꝛds ſupp, 
Z as the laſte woꝛdes doplainely-Cgnitt, 
doth meane and teache, that the materia 
g ſubſtante therof is receiued, digeſted, and 
.-- ..i Mtotded,as the material ſubſtace ofctier 
bꝛead and meats is, which caulde not be, 
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of Or gen wag but ſet fo:thof late by Eraſ- 
mus, and therefoꝛe is tobe ſuſpected. But 
how vains this their ant were is, it appe⸗ 
reth plainly. Fo2 ſo mape all the god olde 
authoꝛs, which lay in olde libzaries, and 
are ſet foꝛth of late, be by this reaian res 
iete2,as Clement, Alexandrinus, Theodo- in aces 
et? Iuſtuus, Eccleſiaſtica biſtori 4, Nicepho- Obiection- 
n, and other ſuch. An other anſwore they 
had, ſaping that Origene is noted to haue 
erred in ſome poyntes, and therioze faiths 
is not to be giuẽ in this matter vnto him. 
But this anſwer well waighed doth mi⸗ 
niſter god matter tothe clære confutatis 
onof it ſelke. Foz indeed we graunte, that 
in ſome poynts Origen diderre But thoſe 
errours are gathered out and noted both 
of 9, Ierome and Epiphanius, ſa that his 
wo:kes(thoſe errours excepted) ars now 
ſo much the moꝛe of authozitie, that luche 
great learned men tak pains to take ont 
o him. whatſoeuer they thoughte in him 
to be waiften amis. But as concernings 
this matter of the Lo2dg Supper, nother 
they no2 pet euer any other ancienfe Aus 
thoꝛ did euer ſap, that Origen did erre. Gardener x 
Now becauſe theſt two anſwers haue che 166. 
bene of late ſo confutod and confounded, 
gi it is well perceiued, that they will 
| D. itj. takt 
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kante n place cherefoze fome Whithe hau 
Witten nee that time, haue ſoꝛged ty 
dthcr anſwers,cnenefthe ſane moulde. 
The fozner Whereofis , that Orizenth Þ 
this place ſpake not ofthe Sacramenteoſ 
bzead oꝛ wine ofthe Koꝛds —— ofan 

. Dther miſticall meat:of the v hith &. Au. 
gulſline makefh mention to be giuen vnto Þ 
em that were tatight the faithe; beloꝛ: 
they were baptiſed. But Orngens own! i 
woöꝛdes in twolentfces befoze1 rebcarſed 
being piif togither, pzone this anſwere Þ 
vatrue.Fo2 he ſaieth, that he meaneth of 
thaffinuratiue and miſfical! bodpe; which 
pꝛoliteth them, thaͤt dw receiue it wiwzthi: Þ 
ipe, alludinge fo plainelye vnto d. Paule 
wo2ds ſpoken or che Loꝛds ſuppor:that it 
is a ſhame foz an learned man once too- 
pen his mouth to the confrarye. And that 
H2eade which S. Auguſtin ſpeaketh of,hs 
tan not pzone that any ſuch thing was v Þþ 
fed in Origens time. Pea and though that 
roulde bee p2oued z- yet was there never 
bꝛeade in any time called a ſacramentall 
body, ſauing the ſatramentall bꝛead of the 
os ds fable, which is called of Origen the 
udener in foptcall and ſymbolitall body of Choitt 


he ſecond of the two new found an⸗ 
flverozis pet moſte monſfrons af al other 
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wich is this. But let vs grauntl lay they) 
| that Origen ſpake of the Loꝛdes ſupper, 
and by the matter therof was vnderſtan⸗ 


ain deb the materiall ſubſtance of bꝛead and 
tes wine: what then ſay they? Foꝛ thoughe 
fan the materiall ſubſtante was once gone 
Au. and departed by reaſon of Tranſubſtan⸗ 
nt0 tiation, whils the foꝛmes of the bꝛead and 
02! the wine did remaine, yet now it is no in⸗ 


tonuenience to ſape, that as the material 


le) ſubſtance did departe at the cntring in of 
err Chiltes body vnder th\afozeſaio fozmes 
eo wan the ſaid fozmes be deſtroped and 
ich do not remaine, then commeth again the 


| ſubſtance of bꝛeade and wine. | 
And this ſap thep, is very mæt in this 


it miſterpe, that that which began with the 
do- miracle, ſhall ende in a miracle. 

hat It J had not red this fantaſie J would 
h ſtarcelpe haue beleued, that any learned 


man ener would haue ſet fozth ſuch a fœ⸗ 
liche fantaſte: which not one lye lacketh al 
ground, either of Gods woꝛd, rtaſon, oz 
ol any ancitt wꝛiter, but alſo is tleen con⸗ 
trary to the common rules of ſchwle diui⸗ 
nitie: which is that no miracle is to be afs 
firmed and put without neceſſitie. And al⸗ 
though foz their foꝛmer miracle, which is 
their tranſubſtantiation, ther haue ſome 

D. ile colour 
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coldur, though it be but vaine, ſaping it is 
done by the power and vertue of theſe 
woꝛds of Chꝛiſte, This is my body: pet to 
make this ſeconde miracle of returninge 
the material ſubſtance againe they haue 
no colour at al. ©2 els J pꝛay them thew 
me, by what woꝛds of Chꝛiſte is the ſe⸗ 
cond miracle wꝛouaht. 

Thus ye map ſœ, that the ſleiahts and 
ſhifts which trafte and witte can invente 
to wꝛeſte the true ſence of Or gen cannot 
fake plate But now let vs heare an other 
place of Origen, and ſo we wil let him go. 

Origene in the eleuen Bomile Super 
Leuiticum ſaith:that there is alſo euen in the 
foure Goſpelle, and not onelye in the olde 
Teſtament, a letter (meaninge a litterall 
ſent e) vehiche killethe. For if thou folloue 
ſaith he) che letter in that ſayinge: Excepte 
ye eate the fleſhe ofthe Sonne of Man and 
drink his blood, &c. 

I his letter dooth kill. If in thaf plate 
the letter doth kil, wherin is tcommaun⸗ 
ded the eating o Chꝛi its fle ſh:t hen ſure⸗ 
lpe in thoſe wonder oſ Chꝛiſte, wherein 
Chꝛiſte commanndeth vs to rate his be⸗ 
dye the literall (nee there like wile doth 
ki F62 it ino leſſe crime but even the 
farce and al one in the lite rall ſence, 10 
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tate Chꝛiſtes bodye and foeate Chꝛiſtes 
fcſhe.. Wherefoze if the one do kill, 
excepte it be vnderſtanded ſiguratiuelpe 
and ſpirituallpe: then the other ſurelye 
dothe kill likewiſe. But that to eate 
Chꝛiſtes fleſhe doth kill ſo vuderanded, 
ngen affirmeth plain'p in his wo?!d:s 
aboue rehearſed: here foꝛe it cannot be 
iuſtlp denied, but to eate Chꝛiſtes b. dye 
literally vnderſtanded, muſt needs after 
him kill like wie. 

The anſwere that is made to this 
place of Qrigen of the papiſts, is fs fœliſh, 
that it bewꝛaieth it ſelf, without any furs 
ther confutation. It is the ſame, that they 
make to a place of S.Auguſtm in his bok Lib. 3. C 6. 
De doctrinæ Chriſhana:UWhereas S. Au- 
guſtine ſpeaketh in effect the ſame things 
5 Origen darth herr. The papiſts an ſwer 
is this:to the carnal man the literal ſence 
is hurtfull, but not ſo to the ſpirituall. As 
though to vnderſtande that inhis pꝛoper 
ſence, which ought to be taken ſiguratiue⸗ 
ly; were to the carnall mana dangerous 
perill 2 but to the ſpirituall man none 
atall. | 
Po to Chriſoſtome, whom3 bꝛinge Chriſoſtom 
foz the ſecond witer in the greek Church | 

Ye peaking agatnit the vnholy vũnge of 


Ii. Nails 


In opercim- 
per tet ho. 9 
in Matthe. 


ardener to 
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mans bodp, which aſter S. Paule dughttʒ 
be kept pure and holp, as the very temple 


ofthe holy ghoſt, ſaith thus: If it be a faul 


(faith he) to tranſlate the holy veſſels in tie 
which is conteined not the tree bodye of 
Chriſte, but the miſtery of the body, to pr. 


uate vſes, how much more offence is it tos i 


buſe anddefile the veſſels of our body. 

Theſe be the woꝛdes of Chriſoſtome, 
But JF trowe that her many fowle ſhifts 
are deuiſed, to defeat this place. The fu 
thoꝛ ſaith:one is ſuſpected. J anſwere but 
in this place neuer fault was found with 
him, vnto theſe our daies. And whether 
this autho2 was Iohn Chriſoſtome him 
ſelfe the Archbiſhop of Conſtantinople 0; 
no:that is not the matter. Fo2 ofall it is 
graunted, that he was a wziter of that 
age, and a man ot great learninge:ſo that 
it is manifeſt, that this which he waiteth 
was the reteiued opinion of learned men 
in his daies. 

Oz els vndoubfedly in ſuche a matter 
bis ſayinge ſhoulde haue bin impugnedol 


ſome that wꝛote in his time o2 nere vnt0 


the ſame. Nay (ſaith an other) it this ſolu 
tion wil not ſerue: we maye laye p Chr- 
ſoſtome did not ſpeak of the veſſels of the 
Loꝛdes cup, oz ſuche as were then vſed at 


| | die Lords Supper. 
the 1022s fahle, tit of the vellells vicd in 
the temple : che olde lawe. 
| . This anſwer wil ſerue no moꝛe then 
the other. Foꝛ here Chriſoſtom ſpeaketh 
of ſuch vellells, wherin was that whiche 
vas called the body of Chuſte. althoughe 
it was not pᷣ true body( — he) of chꝛilte, 
but the miſterpe of TheiFes bodpe. Now 
of the'vHlfels of the olde lawe the waiters 
do vſe no ſuch manns of phꝛat:fa: their 
ſacrifices were not calied Chꝛiſtes bodye. 
Foꝛ then Chꝛiſt Has nat but in $adows 
and figtres, end not by Lhe Sacrament of 
his body reuealed Eraſinus which was a 
man that coulde vnderſtande the woꝛdes 
and ſence ok the writers, although het 
would not be lerne to ſpeake againſt this 
errour ot Tranſubſtantiatione, becauſe 
her durſte not: vet in this time detlareth 
plainly that this ginge of khe wꝛiter is 1 
none otherwiſe to be vnderſtanded. 3 , 
Bet can J(kathe the thirdpapiſt)finde piace. 
ont a fine and ſubtil ſolucion fo2 this plate 
and graunt all that vet is ſaide, bothe al⸗ 
lowinge herre the weiter, and alſo that he 
ment of the vefſels of the Loꝛdes Table. 
F0; (ſaith he) the body of Chꝛiſte is not 
conteined in them, at the L,o2ves Table, 
Us win a plate, but as in a miſterpe. Js =_ 


rdener to woorthy to be called ee eee 
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this a pꝛittꝝ ſhifte, and a miſtitall ſolut Þ 


on? But by the ſame ſolution thẽ Chziſts 
bodye is not in the Lo2des Table, noꝛi in 
the Pꝛeeſtes handes, noꝛ in the pixe, and 
ſo is. het here no where. Foz thep will 


not ſape, that he is either here oz there, 


as in a place. 


This anſwere pleaſeth ſo well the | 


maker, that he him ſelf(afier he had plaid 
with it a little while and ſhewed the fige 
neſſe of his wit andeloquence therein) i 
content to giue it ouer and ſape:but it is 
not to be thought that Chriſoſtome would 
ſpeak after this fineneſſe oz ſubtiltie:am 
therfo2c he returneth againe vnto the ſe⸗ 
cond anſwere fo2 his ſhote anker, which 
is ſufficientlyconfuted befoꝛe. An other 
ſhoꝛle place of Chriſoſtome J wil reherſe, 
which(ifany indifferency may be heard 
in plaine termes ſetteth fozth the trueth 
of this matter. 

Before the bread ( ſaith Chri ſoſtome ad 
Ceſarium monachum) be halowed, we call 
it bread, but the grace of God ſanctifiyngit 
by the meanes of the preeſte it is delivered 
now from the name of bread,and cſtcemed 


the nature of bread tarry in it ſtil 
Theſe be Chriſoſtoms words: wherin 
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I pꝛape vou, what can be ſaid oꝛ thonghte 


moꝛe plaine againſt this errour of Tran⸗ 
ſubſtantiation, then to declare, that the 
bꝛeade abideth ſo ſtill: And pet to this fo 


plaine a place, ſome are not aſhamed thus 


ſhamekullp fo elude it, ſaping:we graunt 
that nature of bꝛead remaineth ftil thus, 
fo2 that᷑ it maye be ſeene, felte, and taſted, 
and yet the co2pozal ſubſtãce of the bꝛead 
therfoꝛe is gone, leaſte dv bodies ſhould 
be confuſed togither, and chꝛiſte ſhoulde 
be thought impanate. | 

What contrarictie and falſehwd is in 
this anſwere,the ſimple man may eaſily 
porteiue. 2s not this a plain contraristye 
to graunt that the nature ot bꝛead remai⸗ 
neth ſo ſtill, that it map be ſerne, felte, and 
taſted! and yet to ſape, the toꝛpoꝛall ſub⸗ 
ſtance is gon, to auoid abſurdity of chꝛiſts 
mnpanation? And what manifeſt falſhod 
is this; to ſape oꝛ mean, that if the bꝛeade 
ſhould remain ill, then muſt followe the 
inconuentence of impanafton? 

As thdugh the verp bꝛeade conlde not 
be a ſacrament of Chꝛiits bedp(as water 
is of baptiſme) excepte Chꝛiſte ſhoulde v- 
0 — the nature of bꝛeade to his nature in 

e ee, any make bf the bes, 


Theodoret 
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Noon let vs heare Theodoretus, which 
is tne laſt of the thaw grit autio:s . Be 
wꝛiteth in his dialogue Contra Eutichen, 
thus. He that caltli his naturail hody, cor 
and breade: and alto named tnmfrif a Vine 
tree: euen he the ſame hath hononred the 
Sy mboles(that i is the ſacramental ſignes 
with the names of his body and blood; not 
changing indecd the nature it fe}fe, Jaye a 
ding: Trace vauulde nature. K 

2That catbemo2e plainly gde, then 
this, that this olde wziter ſaieth; chat ab 
though the Dacraments bearo the name 
of the body and blod of Chꝛiſte, vrt is not 
their nature thanged, but abtdeth: ſtill, 
And where is then the paptfiy alan 


fantiation? 


The lame waiter fo the ſecond pialog 
ofthe ſame wozzke againſte th aſsꝛeſaide 
heretique Eutyches, weiteth vet mo 
plaialy againſt this errour of Traninb⸗ 


antiation, if any thing tan be ſaide tobe 


moe plaine. Fo2 hee maketh the here⸗ 
tike to ſprake thus againſte him that de⸗ 
fendeth the true docrine, wheme de tal 
lech Orthodoxus. 

As the ſacramentes ot the bobye and 
blade of our Lade are onethinge beſoze 


the inuocation,and after the inuocztiam N 
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they be changed, and are made an other: 
lo line wile the Loꝛds body ſaithe the hes 
retike) is after the aſſumption o2 aſſenti⸗ 
on into heauen, turned into the ſubſtance 
of God: the heretike meaninge there- 
by, that Chꝛiſte after his aſcention, res 
maineth no moꝛe a man. ? 

To this Orthodoxus anſinereth thus 
and ſaith to the heretike: Thou art taken, 
(faith he) in thine owne ſnare. Foꝛ thoſe 
miſkicall Symbols oz Sacraments after 
the ſanctification dw not goe out of theire 
owne nature, but they farrye and abide 
ſtil in their ſubEFance, figure, and ſhape, 
yea and are ſenſibly ſeene and groped to be 
the ſame they were befoze, ec. 

At theſe woꝛdes the papiſtes do ſtar⸗ 
tle:and fo ſaye the trueth, theſe woꝛdes 
be ſo plaine, ſo ful, and ſo clære, that they 
can not tell what to ſap, but vet they wil 
not ceaſe to gde about to plap the cuttles, 
and to caſte their colours oner them, that 
the trueth which is ſo plainly fold,ſhonld 
not daue plage. 


This Authoꝛ wzofe (ſaꝝ they) befoꝛe 
the determination of the Churche. As 
who would ſap, whaffoener that wicked 
man Innocentius the Pope of Nome deter⸗ 
mined in his cougregationss with his 
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monkese friers, that mult be(fo2 ſo Dum 

ſaith)holden foꝛ an article, and of the ſub⸗ 

ſtance of our faithe. Some dœcharge this 

authoꝛ that he was ſuſpected to bea Neb 

D. Moreman torian, Which thing in Calcedon caunſaile 

the conuo was tryed and pꝛoued to be faiſe + But 

dn houſe the fouleſt ſhift of al, and pet the belt that 

they can finde in this matter, when none 

other will lerne :is to ſap, that Theodore: 

vnderſtandeth by the wd (ſubſtancthac⸗ 
cidents, and not ſubſtante indeed. 

This glole is like a gloſe of a lawyer; 

bpon a decre, the text whereof beginueth 

thus:Statumus, that is We decree, Tht 

cloſe of the Lawyertherefafter meny 0 

. ther p2itty ſhifts there ſet ſoꝛth) which he 

q thinketh will not well ſerus to his pur- 

| poſe, and therfoꝛe at the laſte tp clire the 

Diſtine. Ca. 4 matter, he ſaithe thus: after the minde af 

Stattuimus. one Lawyer. Vel dic(ſaith he) Statuimus 

dd eſt, abbrogamus, that is: or expound we 

doo decree, that is, we abragate or di{anul, 

Js not this a godlye, and woꝛthye gloſe⸗ 

who will not ſaye, but he is woꝛthye in 

the lawe, to be reteined of tounſaile, that 

can gloſe ſo well, and finde in a matter d 

difficultic,ſuch fine ſhifts? And yet this is 

the la we, oꝛ at leaſt the gloſe of the lawe. 

And therloze who can tell, what 1 
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man may inturre to ſpeak agaiuſt if-ex- 
cevt he were a lawyer inde rd, whiche tan 
kep him ſelt out ol the bꝛiers what wine 
ſdeuer blowe. 

Hethertw pe haue hearde thi wil 
ters of the Greeke Church, not all what 
they To five; foꝛ that wert a labour tw 
nreate-fv2 to gather, and to tedious foꝛ 
the reader: But ont oꝛ two places ot ete⸗ 
ry one, the which how plain, how ful, and 
how tlære they be ag ne the errour of 
tranſubitantiatid, 3 refbt᷑ it to the iudge⸗ 
ment ofthvindifferont r ee! 


of the — 


whom Ciprian the holy markyꝛ ſo highly 
eſtermed, that whenſoener he would haue 
his bok,he was wonte to ſape: Giue vs 
now the DBaifter. 

This olde waiter in his fourthe boke 


Ieſus made the bread, wich he tooke, and 


ha diſtributedto his diſciples, his body, ſaying: 
of | Thisismy body. That is to ſaye( faith Te. 
zs tallian)a figure of my body. 


Jn this place if is plaine, that affer 
E. Tertullian 


And firſt 1 wil begin with Tertullian Terwlliar 


againſt Ma rtian the hereftke,ſaith thus: 
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Tertullians expaſition, Ch iſte mente nat 
;bpy.callinge the b2cade his bodpe, and the 
wine his blood, that either the bzeade was 

the natur all bodpe, oꝛ the wine his nata⸗ 
ral blod, but he called them his body and 
blod,becauſe he would inſtitute them to 
he vato vs Sacramentes:that is holpe to⸗ 
kens and ſignes of his bodpe and of his 
blod:that by them remembꝛing and firm- 
ip beleening the beneſttes pꝛocured to bs 
by his body,Wwhich was toꝛne and crucif 
ed foꝛ vs, and of his blod, which was ſhed 
fo2 vs vpon the croſſe: and ſo with thanks 
reteiuing theſe holy Sacramentes,acco;- 
ding ta Chailkes inſtitution, might by the 
ſame be ſpirituallye nouriſhed and fed to 

. -; the increaſe of all godlines in vs here in 
our pilgrimage and tourney wherin we 
walke vnto euerlaſting life. 
This was vndoubtedlye Chꝛiſte our 

Sauiours minde, and this is Tertullians 

expoſition. 

ardener to The wꝛangling that the Papiſfes do 

e is. Ob· make to elude this ſayinge of Tertullian, 

wo 1s ſo far out of frame, that it enen werl 

eth me to think on it. 
Tertullian wꝛiteth here (ay they) as 

none hath don hitherto W 
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This ſaping is to, to manifeffe falſe: 
fo2 Origene, Hilarye, Ambroſe, Baſill, Gri- 
gorie, Nazianzene, Saint Auguſtine, and 

other old autho⸗s, like wiſe Bw call the ſas 

trament, a figure of Chꝛiſtes bodye. And 
where they ſap, that Turtullian wzot this, 
when he was in a heate of diſputatione 
with an heretike, coueting by all means 
to ouerthꝛowe his aduerſarye. As wha 
laye,he would not take herd, what de did 
ſay,and ſpecially what he would waite in 
fo high a matter ſo that he might haue the 
better hand ok his abuerſarpe. 

Js this credible fo be true in anꝝ gods 
ty wiſe man: How muche leſſe then is it 
woꝛthye to be thoughte oꝛ credited in a 

man ol ſo great a wit, learning, and extel⸗ 
lency as Tertullian is wozthily eſteemen 
euer to haue been? 

Likewiſe this authoꝛ in his firſt boke 
againſte the ſame heretike Martion, wꝛi⸗ 
teth thus: God did not reiett bread, which 
is his creature: for by it he hath made a re- 
Preſentation of his body. 

Now A pꝛape you, what is this to ſay 
that Chzifte hath made a repꝛeſentation 
(by bꝛead) ot his body, but that Chꝛiſt had 
inflituted and oꝛdeined bzeadto be a Sa? 

E.ij. crament 
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crament, ſoꝛ to repꝛeſent vnto vs his bo⸗ 
dy? Now whetherthe repꝛelentatione al 
one thing by an other, requireth the: co2- 
po:all pꝛeſente of the thinge which is 
repꝛeſented oʒ no: eue rpe man that hath 
vnderſtanding, is able in this poynte(the 
matter is ſo clœre of it ſelfe) ta be a ſufti⸗ 
cient indge, 

The ſecond doctour and w2iter of the 


Latin CThurche,whoſe ſapinges Jp2omi- IN |; 
ſed to let fozth,is @.Augultine; of whoſe t 
learning and eſtimation, J neede not o , 

ſpcake. Foz all the Church of chꝛiſte both 
bath and euer hath had him foz a man of I , 
moſte ſinguler learning, witte, and dilli- F » 

gente, both in ſetting fo2th the true dot⸗ 
trine of Chꝛiſtes religion, and alſo inthe I , 
defence cf the ſame againſte heretikes. tt 
Chis authoꝛ as he hath wzitten moſte n 
plenteouſly in other matters of our faith: I , 
ſo likewiſe in this argumente he bath I «, 
wꝛitten at large in many of his wozkes, I 
lo plainly againſt this errour of franſub- I 5 
ſtantiation, that the papiſts loue leaſte o ,, 
heare of him of all other wziters partely th 
_ fozhigauthozitie,and partely becauſe he I de 
openeth the matter moze fully, then any NI ;, 
th 
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Therkoꝛe J will rehearſe moe plares 
of him then hiertofaꝛeã haue don of the 
other. And firſt, what can be moze plane 
then that which he wꝛiteth vpon the 89. 
Pſalme,ſpeaking of the ſacrament ofthe 
Loꝛds body and blod:and rehearſinge (as 
it were) Chꝛiſtes wo2ds to his. Diſciples 
after this maner, 

It is not thts bodpe, whiche pe do ſee, 
that ve ſhall cate, nother ſhall pe dꝛinke 
this blod, which the Souldiers that cru⸗ 
cifie me, (hall ſpill oꝛ ſhed. 

J do tommend bnto you a milkerye oꝛ 
8 ſatrament, which ſpiritually vnderſtan⸗ 
ded, ſhall giue pou life. 

Now if Chꝛiſte had no moe natural 
and coꝛpoꝛall bodies, but that dne which 
they then pꝛeſently both heard and ſawe, 
noꝛ other naturall blod, but that which 
was in the ſame bodp, and the whiche the 
ſouldiers did after ward cruelly ſhed pon 
the croſſe:and nother this bodye no2 this 
blode was (by this declaration of . Au. 
guſtme) either to be eaten o2 dꝛunken, but 
the miſterie thereof ſpiritually to be vn⸗ 
derſtanded:theu J conciude (it this ſaying 
and erpoſifion of . Auguſtine be frue, 
that the miſtery which $ diſciples — 

E. iii. eate 
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ente, was net the natural body of Chzit 
but a miſterꝝ of the ſame ſpirituallp to be 

onderſtanded. 1 
Paz as S. Auguſtine ſaithe in his 20, 
book Contra Fauſtum. Ca. ai. Ch iſtes fleſh 
and blood was in the olde teſtament pꝛo⸗ 
miſed by ũimilitudes and ũgnes ot᷑ their 
ſacrifices, and was exhibited indeed and in 
trueth vpon the trolle, but the ſame is ce- 
lebꝛated by a ſacrament of remembzance 

bpon the aulfer. | 
And in his bok. De fide ad Petrum. Ca. 
19 he ſaithe, that in theſe ſacrifices, mea 
ning ot the olde law, it is figuratiuely ſic; 
niſied, what was then to be giuen: but in 
this ſacrifice - it is enidentlys ſigniſied 
what is already giuen ( vnderſtanding in 
the ſacrifice vpon the aulter ) the remem 
bzance and thankes giuing fo2 the fleſhe, 
Which he offred foz vs and foz the blove, 
which he thed foz vs vpon the crolfe :asin 
the ſame place andenidefly there it may 

e. Getty 

© Another enident and cler place, wher 
in it appeareth, that by the @acramental 
bead, which Chꝛiſtecalled his bodyo, he 
ment a figure ot his body. As vpon the; 
Pſalme.. where d. Auguſtine 5 
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this in plein terms. 

Chriſte did admit Idas vnto the Eſte, 
inthe which he commended vnto his diſc- 
ples the figure of his body. ä 

This Was Chꝛiſtes laſte Supper be⸗ 
foe his paſſion, wherin he did oꝛdeine the 
ſatrament ot his body, as all learned men 

do agree, 
B. Auguſtine alſo in his,23. Epiſtle ta 

Bonifacius teacheth,hgw Sacraments do 
beare the names of the thinges whereof 
they be ſacraments, bothe in Baptiſinc, 
and inthe Lo2ds table, euen as we call 5 
uery god kridap, the day of Chꝛiſtes pal ; & 
ion: and enerye Caſter daye, the daye of b 
Chꝛiſtes reſurrection:when in very dtd 
there was but one day wherin he ſuffced,' 
and but one day wherin he roſe. And 16 
do we then call them ſo, which are not 
indeede, but becauſe they are in like time; 
and courſe of the pere, as thoſe dayes 
were, wherin thoſe thinges were done? 

* Was Choifte ſaithe ſainte Auguſtine, 
offered any moꝛe but onte? And he offered 
him ſelfe. And vet in a Sacramente oꝛ re- 
pꝛeſentation not onelye euerye ſolempne 
keaſt of Gaſte r, but alſo encry daye to the 
people —— that he doth not lye 

E. iii. that 


5 In 43 


| A Declaration of 
that ſaieth:he ts euery day offered. 

Jo if ſacraments had not ſome ſimi- 
litude o2 likenes of thoſe thinges, wherof 
they be Sacramentes, they coulde in na 
wiſe be (acraments: and foz their ſimili⸗ 
tudes oꝛ likenes:commonly they haue the 
names of the thinges, wherol they be.@a- 
craments.Zherefoze as after a certaing 
manner of ſpech,the ſacrament of chꝛiſts 
bady ts Chꝛiſtes bodp, the ſacramente of 
Chꝛiſtes hlod, is Chziſtes blode, ſo like- 
wile. the Sacrament of faith is faith. 

After this maner of ſpeach, as ©. Au- 

. Juſtine teacheth in his queſtiones Super 
Leviticum and Contra Adimantum, it is 
dt in nay any that vij. eares of corne be 


9 905 bake —— Adimantum is 
vuderſtanded to bee ſpoken by a ſigne 
o2 figure. 

Foz the Lo2d himlſelfe did not ſticke to 
ſape. This is my body, when hee gave the 
ſigne of his body. Fo2 we muſt not conſis 
der in ſacramentes ſaithe S. Auguſtine, 
inan other place, what they be:but what 


they dg ſigniffe,o2 they be ũgns of e 
e 


a * — 
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beinge one thinge in themſelues, and vet 
ſignifping an other thing. 

Foz the heauenly bzead(faith he) ſpea⸗ 
kinge ofthe ſacramentall bꝛeade by ſome 
maner of ſpeach is called Chꝛiſtes body, 
when in very deed it is the facramente of 
his bodp. xt. 

Mhat can be moꝛe plaine , oz moe 
tleerly ſpoken, then are theſe plates of W. 
Auguſtine befoꝛe rehearſed, ii men were 
not obſtinately bent to maintaine an vn⸗ 
trueth,x to receiue nathinge whatloeuer 
doth let it foꝛthe. Yet one plate moꝛe of 
9. Auguſtine wil J alleage, which is very 
dearet to this purpoſe, that Chꝛiſtes natu⸗ 
rall body is in heauen, and not heer toꝛpo⸗ 
ralip in the Satrament , and ſo iet him de 
parte. 
Jn his TY treatice;whiche he wꝛiteth 
bpon John he teacheth plainly and clerlp 
how Chꝛiſte being bott God and man, is 
both her after a tertaine maner, and pet 
in heauen, not here in his naturall bos 
dy and ſubſtance, which he tak of p blef- 
led virgin Mary: ſpeaking thus of Chꝛiſte 
and ſayinge: By his deuine Maieltie, by 
his pꝛouidence and by his vnſpeakeable 
inuincible grace that is fulfitled 3 | 

g 
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hee fpake:WBeholde, Jam with von vn 


the ende of the wozlde. But as conter, 93. 


ning his fleſh which hee tok in his incar- 
natione, as touchinge that whiche wa 
bozne of the UMirgine as conterninge that 
Whiche was appzehended by the Jewest 
crucified vpon a fr&e,and take down from 
the crofſe, lapped in linnen clothes, and 
buried, and roſe againe, and appeared af 
ter his reſurrection, as concerninge the © 
deſhe, he ſaid:pe ſhall not euer haue m: 
with vou. Mhy ſo: Foz as conterning his 
fleſh,he was conuerſant with his Diſc 

les xl. daies, and they accompanying,ſ# 

ng and nat folowing him, he went vp in⸗ 
to heauen, and is not here. By the pt 
ſence of his deuine maieſtie he did not de⸗ 
parte: as concerninge the pꝛeſence of his 
deuine maieſtie, we bane Chꝛiſte ever 
with vs:but as concerning the p2cſence of 


bis lleſh, he ſaidtruely to his diſciples:ve I 5 


ſhall not euer haue me with you. #02 as 
concerning the pꝛeſence of his fleſhe, the 
church had him but a few daies: nowe it 
holdeth him by faith, though it ſe him not. 
- Thus much S. Auguſtine ſpeaketh r: 
peafing one thing ſo often: and all to de⸗ 
(are and teach, how we ſhould —_ 
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the maner of Chꝛiſtes beinge herre with 
vs: whiche is by his grace , by his pꝛoui⸗ 
dente, and by his deuine nature, and how 
he is abſent by his naturall bodpe whiche 
was boꝛn of the virgin Marp, died, er oſe 
ſoꝛ vs, and is allended into heauen, and 
there ſitteth as in the articles of dur faith 
on the right hand of God, and thente (and 
from none other place ſaith . Auguſtme) 
he ſhall come on the latter daye, to tudge 
the quick and the dead. At the which daye 
the righteous ſhall the lift vp their heads 
and the light of Gods trueth ſhal ſo ſhine: 
that falſhod and errours ſhall be put info 
perpetuall confuſion: righteouſnes ſhall 
haue the vpper hand and trueth that daye 
chall beare awaye the victoꝛpe, all th'ene⸗ 
mies therof quite ouerthꝛowen to be tro⸗ 
den viidsr fot fox enermoze. 
- DR02d,Lo2d,J beſtech ther haſte this 

day, then ſhalt thou be gloꝛiſted with the 
gloꝛy due dnto thy holy name, and vnto 
thy deuine maieſty: and we ſhal ſing vnto 
the, in all is y, and felicitie, laude 4 pꝛaiſe 


oz euer mbze. Amen. 


Heer now would J make an end. Fo2 
me thinks, d. Auguſtine is in this matter 


ſo full and platne, and ok that a" 


| elaſius. 
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that it ſhould not nerd after this his decly 
ration, being io firmelye grounded vpon 
Gods wo2de,and ſo well agreinge with 
the other ancient authoꝛs, to bꝛing in fo; 
the confirmation of this matter any moe; 
and pet J ſaide,J would alleage thꝛæ of 
the latin church, to teſtiſte the truethe in 
this cauſe. Nowe therefoze the laſte of all 
ſhalbe Gelaſius, whiche was a Biſhop of 
Rome, but one that was biſhop of that ſeq 
befoze the wicked blurpation and firanny 
therof ſpꝛed and burlt out abꝛoade into al 
the woꝛld. Foꝛ this man was befoze Bo 
nifacius, yea & Grigorye the fir ſte: in whoſe 
dates bothe cozruption of doctrine and ti⸗ 
rannicall vſurpation did cheflye grobe, 
and had the vpper hand. 

Gelaſius in an Epiſtle of the two na 
fures of Chꝛiſte, Contra Eutichen, wb 
teth thus: The ſacraments of the body and 
blood of Chriſte,which we receiue,are god- 


ly things whetby and hy the ſame. Wee are 


made partakers of the deuine nature, & yet 
neuertheleſſe the ſubſtance or nature of the 
bread and wine dooth not departe nor got 

away. | 
Note theſe woꝛds J beſ&@che pou, and 
conlider; whether any thing tan be mot 
plainly 
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plainely ſpoken, then thele woꝛdes be a- 
gainſt the errour ot tranſubſtantiatione, 
which is the ground and bitter rot, wher⸗ 
hpon ſpꝛinge all the hozrible errours be⸗ 
bꝛe rehearſed. 

Wherio2e ſeing that the falſhod doth 
appeare ſo manifcftlye, and by ſo many 
waies ſo plainly, ſo cleerly and ſo fullye, 
that no man needeth to be deceined,but he 
that will not ſer, oꝛ wil not vnder ſtande: 
let vs al that do lone the frueth,embzace 
it and foꝛſake the falſbod. Foz he that lo⸗ 
ueth the trueth, is of God:and the lack ol 
the lone therof is the cauſe why God ſul⸗ 
fereth men to fall info errours,and to pe⸗ 
riſh therin:yea and as S. Paule ſaith,whp 
he ſendeth vnto them illuſions, that they 
beleue lyes, vnto their own condemnati⸗ 


bw ꝛd. Foꝛ Chꝛiſte him ſelf ſaith vnto his 


light wherof almighty God our heauenlp 
father giue vs, and lighten it in our 
harts by his hely ſpirit though 
Jeſus Chꝛiſte our 
Lo2de, Amen. 
(& ) 


Vincit Veritas. 


father: Thy woord is trueth. The laue and 


